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FEEDBACK FORM
Inter-Parliamentary Meeting 2012 Athens
Thank you for helping us to improve our annual IPM!

General evaluation
( In general, the event was        ⃝ Very good        ⃝ Good        ⃝ Average        ⃝ Poor
( My favourite panel was

⃝ The first panel (“The role of renewables projects to save the Greek economy”)

⃝ The second panel (“Financing and access to capital for Greece and the broader 
Mediterranean”)
⃝ The third panel (“Keep renewables markets on track to reach the 2020 goals”)
⃝ The fourth panel (“Energy efficiency: Doing more with less – solutions and low 
hanging fruits”)

⃝ The fifth panel (“Status of energy efficiency policies and market development in 
Europe – Results from Energy-Efficiency-Watch project”)

⃝ The sixth panel (“Moderated discussion: The new Energy Efficiency Directive”)
( My favourite key-note speaker was

⃝ Claude Turmes, MEP, EUFORES President 

⃝ Asimakis Papageorgiou, Deputy Minister of Environment, Energy and Climate
⃝ Peter Economides, Brand Strategist and CEO, Felix BNI and Ginetai

⃝ Yannis Maniatis, MP Greece

( How do you evaluate the time that was allocated to questions and answers after the       presentations?          ⃝ Too much       ⃝ Enough        ⃝ Not enough
( The side programme was        ⃝ Very good         ⃝ Good         ⃝ Average         ⃝ Poor
( My favourite side event was

⃝ Welcome cocktail on Thursday
⃝ Gala Dinner at Dionysos restaurant on Friday
⃝ Lunch at harbor restaurant on Saturday
( Would interpretation into your mother tongue have created an additional value in the conference?    
 ⃝ Yes

⃝ No
	Comments: 



Panel Discussions’ and Regional Workshops’ Evaluation
( Please comment on the panel which you tick as your favourite one. Why did you like this panel most?    
	Comments:




( Which Regional Workshop did you attend?

⃝ RES in the Southern and Mediterranean EU” 

⃝ RES in the North-Western EU” 
⃝ RES in the Baltic and Scandinavian EU

⃝ RES in Central and South-Eastern EU”

( This regional workshop was in general        ⃝ Very good        ⃝ Good        ⃝ Average        ⃝ Poor

(The chairs’ performance was        ⃝ Very good        ⃝ Good        ⃝ Average        ⃝ Poor

	Comments:




Networking evaluation
( Networking opportunities during the IPM were, in general, 
    ⃝ Very good         ⃝ Good         ⃝ Average         ⃝ Poor

( Which part of the programme was better for networking?

   ⃝ Coffee breaks

   ⃝ Gala Dinner at Dionysos on Friday
   ⃝ Lunch at harbor restaurant on Saturday
	Comments:




	Suggestions for the next IPM:




Please send this form to lucia.bezakova@eufores.org.
Thank you very much! We hope to meet you again in 2013!
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