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Quantitative Questions:

Focusing on: 259 Respondents

Institutional shifts: transforming evaluation
systems
Identity shifts: transforming evaluators

660 Conf Participants

39% Response Rate

Content shifts: transformation in and by
evaluation

Methodological shifts: transforming
methodologies




Conference Feedback Survey Results

1 Was was/were your role(s) in the EES Conference? (Please, mark all that apply, multiple answers

possible)
259 responses

Chair 44 (17%)
Paper presenter 97 (37.5%)
Panel/roundtable presentery/... 98 (37.8%)
Presenter in fishbowl, birds... 30 (11.6%)
Presenter in tools in use 16 (6.2%)
Presenter in meet the evalua... —5 (1.9%)
Poster presenter —5 (1.9%)
Participant, not presenting —77 (29.7%)
Volunteer ll—2 (0.8%)
Panel presenter / discussantfl—1 (0.4%)
Though my abstract was acc...}—1 (0.4%)
PDW presenterfi—1 (0.4%)
Participantfi—1 (0.4%)
PDW - presenterfi—1 (0.4%)
Co-moderator of the sessioni—1 (0.4%)
had a table —1 (0.4%)
Professional development w... F—1 (0.4%)
Workshop leaderi—1 (0.4%)

0 20 40 60 80 100



Conference Feedback Survey Results

2 How many days of the Conference did you attend? (This does NOT include PDW days)

259 responses

® 1day
® 2 days
210 3 days




Conference Feedback Survey Results

3 What was your overall impression of the Conference?
259 responses

150
122
100 (47.1%)
50 58 (22.4%)
49 (18.9%)
0
1(0.4%) 7(@r%) 22 (8.5%)
0 |
: 2 3 4 5 6

Average Score: 4.7



Conference Feedback Survey Results

4 In general, how do you rate the following elements of the Conference Programme?

B Absolutely [ Almost Partially [l Not really
150 119 2200/
° 11
46% 44; 102
39%
100
38
50 25 15%
10% 4 6
0% 2%
0

Clear and coherent Relevant for my work Expectations reached



Conference Feedback Survey Results

5 How do you rate the quality of the Conference sessions?

150 B Excellent [ Good Fair | Poor [ Not Applicable
130 50% 132 51%
103
10? 91 93 40%
100 2% 359% 36%
50 23 31
9% 12%
5 4

Choice of issues/topics

Quality of presenters

Quality of keynotes

114
44%

114
44%

33
13%

1
0%

28
11%

Quality of paper sessions

Quality of panels/round
tables



Conference Feedback Survey Results

5 How do you rate the quality of the Conference sessions?

(Continued) WM Excellent

139
54%

66
25% 58
36 37 22%
14% 17 14%
11
7% 1 4% 0
09 0%

B Good

153
59%

Fair | Poor

89
76 34%
68 9%

26%

% 2
1%

Bl Not Applicable

147
57%

Quality of fishbowl/birds of
feather sessions

Quality of the think tanks

Quality of tools in use

Quality of meet the
authors / evaluation

Quantity of sessions /
events

85 &80
33% 31%

40
15% 19

Quality/price ratio



Conference Feedback Survey Results

6 How do you rate the quality of the Conference venue and logistics?

150 Bl Excellent [l Good Fair [ Poor M Not Applicable
2
91 41%

71

50

134
52%

Accommodation Venue facility in general Venue accessibility and
transportation

Support at the venue



Conference Feedback Survey Results

6 How do you rate the quality of the Conference venue and logistics?

(Continued) I Excellent [l Good Fair [ Poor [ Not Applicable
147 151
57% 58% 140

133
51%

54%

Meals IT support and logistics Registration arrangements Hall assistants



Conference Feedback Survey Results

7 How do you rate the quality of the social programme and of networking opportunities ?

102
- | 39%
100 BN Excellent [l Good Fair [l Poor [ Not Applicable
p 1%
38% 6
75
46 o6
44 21%
50
25
0

Welcome reception (City Hall 8 June) Informal networking opportunities



Conference Feedback Survey Results

8 How would you rate the knowledge and insights you gained in sessions (such as paper sessions,

panels, fishbowl sessions, etc.)?
259 responses

150

119 (45.9%)

100

50 61 (23.6%)

50 (19.3%)
10 (3.9%)
| 17 (6.6%)

1 2 3 4 5 6

11

2 (O'HB%)




Conference Feedback Survey Results

9 How would you rate the knowledge and insights you gained from informal contexts (such as

hallway conversations, open space events, coffee breaks, etc.)
259 responses

150

100 110 (42.5%)

71 (27.4%) 65 (25.1%)

50

10 (3”.9%)

3 (1.2%)

12



Conference Feedback Survey Results

10 How would you rate the usefulness of the contacts you made?
259 responses

100

90 (34.7%)
75

66 (25.5%)

59 (22.8%)

50

25 30 (11.6%)

3 (1 .2%)

11 (4.2%)

13



Conference Feedback Survey Results

11 What will be the impact of the Conference on you and your work?

150
B Absolutely sure

100

B Sure

Unsure

120

92 92 46% B -
36% 36% 349%

B Not at all sure

125
48%

35
14%

11
4%

50
19
10 7%
4%
o l
| have a deeper or My attitude towards | will do things

broader understanding
of the issues

evaluation has differently in my work
changed now

| will make use of the
new contacts | have
made

14



Conference Feedback Survey Results

11 What will be the impact of the Conference on you and your work?

(Continued) M Absolutely sure [l Sure Unsure [ Not at all sure
114
44% 103 98
88 40% 38%
34% 83
72 74 329
28% 66
57 25% 56 54
22% >0 22% 21%
19%
16
6%
| had the opportunity to | will become more | will become more | will become involved
explore employment active in promoting active within the EES in an EES Thematic

opportunities evaluation Working Group
15



Conference Feedback Survey Results

12 Where did you come from, and what was your
primary means of getting here?

37

175

= Flight = Train = Other/ no response
16



Conference Feedback Survey Results

13 How much did the conference stimulate you to address sustainability in your own evaluation

practice?
256 responses

60
59 (23%)
50 (19.5%)

40 43 (16.8%)
39 (15.2%)

33 (12.9%) 32 (12.5%)

20

17



Conference Feedback Survey Results

16 Would you attend the next Biennial Conference? (expected in 2024)
258 responses

110
® Yes
42.6% @® Maybe
No

11

137

18



Conference Feedback Survey Results

19 Were you an EES Member before signing up for the Conference?
259 responses

@ Yes
® No

I'm not sure
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Conference Feedback Survey Results

20 What is your gender?

259 responses

@® Female
® Male
Other
@ I'd prefer not to answer

162

20



Conference Feedback Survey Results

21 What is your age category?

259 responses

® 18-35
® 36-50
51 or above
@ I'd prefer not to answer
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Conference Feedback Survey Results

22 What is the highest academic degree that you have obtained?

259 responses

@ Doctorate
@ Master
Bachelor

@ Certificate
10
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Conference Feedback Survey Results

23 What is your primary work setting? (please choose one)
259 responses

@ University/Research institution

@ Public Administration at the EU level
Public Administration at the national le...

@ Public Administration at the regional le...

@ Private organisation/consulting company

@ Non-profit organisation/foundation

@ Freelance/independent consultant

@ International organisation

13 V
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Conference Feedback Survey Results

24 How is your work related to evaluation? (Please select all that apply)
259 responses

| conduct and/or implement

_ 195 (75.3%)
evaluations

| commission and/or manage

. 108 (41.7%)
evaluations

| teach evaluation 79 (30.5%)

| do research on evaluation _69 (26.6%)

| am a student / recent graduate lS (3.1%)

0 50 100 150 200
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Conference Feedback Survey Results

25 What are the policy field(s) in which you are related to evaluation? (Please mark all that apply)
259 responses

Culture —30 (11.6%)
Education —94 (36.3%)
Employment 54 (20.8%)
Environment/Climate 99 (38.2%)
Finance 30 (11.6%)
Gender —92 (35.5%)
Health 81 (31.3%)
Humanitarian 71 (27.4%)
International Development 185 (71.4%)
Innovation 66 (25.5%)
Justice 43 (16.6%)
Social Sciences —98 (37.8%)

0 50 100 150 200
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Conference Feedback Survey Results

26 In which region(s) do you work most often? (multiple selection up to 3)

259 responses

Eastern Africa
Central Africa
Northern Africa
Western Africa
South America
Caribbean
Central America
North America
Central Asia
East Asia

South Asia
Southeast Asia
Middle East
Eastern Europe
Northern Europe
Southern Europe
Western Europe
Australia and New Zealand
Pacific Islands

49 (18.9%)
27 (10.4%)
74 (28.6%)
41 (15.8%)

19 (7.3%)

28 (10.8%)
34 (13.1%)
32 (12.4%)
26 (10%)

54 (20.8%)
54 (20.8%)

45 (17.4%)

60 (23.2%)
45 (17.4%)

38 (14.7%)

71 (27.4%)

9 (3.5%)
12 (4.6%)

0 20 40 60 80 100

100 (38.6%
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