Attachment F

Meeting Evaluation Results

Reproductive Health Supplies Coalition

May 2005 Meeting
Responses received from:

New Coalition Meeting Attendees: 7


Returning Attendees: 16

1. Were the overall meeting outcomes achieved?  Specifically, did the Coalition:

a.  Assess and Move forward with ongoing activities?
Yes - New: 7

Yes – Returning: 15

No – New: 0

 No – Returning: 0

b. Evaluate additional opportunities for the Coalition to engage at the global, regional and country levels?

Yes – New: 6

Yes – Returning: 14

No – New: 0

No – Returning: 1 
Comment (Returning): Need to engage further – perhaps outside the meeting

c. Identify an overall approach which creates synergy between global and country-level activities?

Yes – New: 4

Yes – Returning: 10

No – New: 3

No – Returning: 6


Comment (Returning): Needs more thought

2. How would you rate the interest and relevance of the following sessions?

Scale: 1 (poor), 2 (adequate), 3 (good), 4 (excellent)

	Thursday May 19, 2005
	New
	Returning

	Update on Working Groups Current Activities
	2.9
	3.0

	Current Status/Environment for RH Commodity Security at the Global and Country Levels
	2.3
	2.8

	Country Mapping Presentation and Discussion
	2.5
	2.5

	Current Research on RHCS
	2.7
	2.9

	Break Out/Working Group Sessions
	2.9
	3.0


	Friday May 20, 2005
	New
	Returning

	Reflections on Day One
	2.7
	2.9

	Breakout Reports
	3.1
	3.4

	Organizing Principles/Mission/Objectives of the RHSC
	2.3
	3.0

	Future of the Coalition
	2.7
	3.3

	RHI Presentation
	3.0
	3.2


3. In sum, did the Coalition meeting provide enough opportunity to address the following issues of critical importance?

a. Issues related to global RH supplies needs and potential gaps

Yes – New: 5

Yes – Returning: 8
No – New: 1

No – Returning: 1
b. Issues concerning the structure and operation of the Coalition itself

Yes – New: 3

Yes – Returning: 8
No – New: 2

No – Returning: 1
If no, which issues should have been included?

Returning:  List of issues was right, but we needed 2 ½ - 3 days to give more attention using break outs; we needed more time.
New: The bigger picture at the country level. At-length discussion of RH/HIV integration needed

Planning & Logistics

4. What did you think of the length of the Coalition meeting – was it

New Members


Returning Members

	Too long?
	0
	1

	Too short?
	0
	4

	About right?
	7
	11


5. Did you participate in the agenda development process?

New Members

Returning Members

	Yes
	1
	10

	No
	6
	5



How could the agenda development process be improved?


Returning: Fewer involved or more clearly defined roles and responsibilities; [it was]  

a bit too protracted.
6. Was there an effective mix of plenary and working group sessions?

New Members



Returning Members

	Yes
	3
	10

	No
	2
	2

	About right
	2
	3



Comments: 


Returning:
· Not enough time for discussion and Q & A in plenary 
· More group [sessions needed]; more work can be done in break outs

New: 
· Did guests contribute/gain sufficiently? 
· More mix with shorter sessions [needed]
· More discussion time in plenary [needed]
7. Was the facilitator effective in steering the plenary sessions to conclusion?
New Members



Returning Members

	Yes
	5
	12

	No
	2
	4



Comments:


Returning: 
· More role for chair [needed]
· Facilitator needs to be more familiar with topic 
· More guidance needed

· Effective except for Thursday PM, but not sure how it could have been reigned in

New: 
· Summary of sessions is needed

8.  Did the facilitator in your Working Group help achieve clarity and aid your strategy development and decision-making?

New Members



Returning Members

	Yes
	7
	11

	No
	0
	3


8. Were logistics handled adequately?

New Members


Returning Members

	
	Yes
	No
	Yes 
	No

	Travel?
	5
	0
	10
	0

	Hotel?
	7
	0
	15
	0

	Meeting facilities?
	7
	0
	16
	0

	Lunches?
	7
	0
	16
	0

	Other?
	1
	0
	8
	0


9. Overall, were your expectations of the Coalition meeting met?

New Members


Returning Members

	Yes
	7
	15

	No
	
	1



Comments:


Returning: 
· The question of country focus is still hanging

New: 
· Good first meeting

·  Improved participation

·  Improved results orientation and business plan
·  More networking opportunities
10. Do you have other suggestions to enhance the Coalition’s effectiveness?

Returning: 

· Strong Chair 
· Have Steering Committee reps work more directly with constituents, more representative basis 
· Need additional thought about country level work 
· Chair should chair meetings 
· Coalition needs to take real action forward

New: 
· Move rapidly on action items to all the RHSC to demonstrate its effectiveness

· Website
· Improved leadership
11. Please suggest topics which should be addressed at the Fall 2005 Coalition meeting.
Returning: 
· Country level feedback 
· No new topics, stay the course in terms of structure 
· Review 3 year plan 
· Review research findings 
· Address future of SI stakeholders
New: 
· Program development

· Raising funds

· Continue the country-level discussion

12. Additional Comments:


New: 
· Connect the Coalition to the High Level Forum on Health or the Partnership on Maternal, Neonatal and Child Health 
· Good meeting, well done
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