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Process and response rate 

• Follows up on November 2015 survey  

• Survey sent on 29 November 2017 to 105 current 
and former members/observers who participated 
in the WG in the period 2016-2017 
• 14 questions (2-6 quantitative, 7-15 open-ended) 

• 29 responses were received  
• Response rate of 28%, lower than response rate (34%) in 

2015  
• A drop in the share of responses from partners and 

donors 
• Due to survey fatigue or consolidated responses? 
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Relevance of the agenda and discussions of the 
Working Group in light of STDF’s strategy and … 

The working environment within the Working
Group

The quality of the information exchanged and
the dialogue within the Working Group

The Working Group’s engagement with other 
major SPS related providers and initiatives 

Role of the Working Group in project and PPG
review and approval process

Role of the Working Group in supporting the
SPS-related work of your organization

Average

Question 2. Satisfaction with work of STDF Working Group 
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Share 4 or 5 
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Responsiveness and efficiency of the STDF
Secretariat in servicing the Working Group

Role of the STDF Secretariat in project and PPG
review

Role of the STDF Secretariat in disseminating
relevant information on SPS-related issues,…

Reports by the STDF Secretariat to the Working
Group on implementation and results of…

The work of the STDF Secretariat in promoting
and representing the STDF externally

Implementation of STDF's communications
plan, including publications (Annual Report,…

Implementation of STDF’s monitoring and 
evaluation plan (Annex 1 of the STDF Work … 

Human and financial resources of the STDF
Secretariat

Average
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Project development (PPGs)

Implementation of projects

Identifying and disseminating good practice to the
wider SPS community

Promoting dialogue and coordination on SPS capacity
building

Linkages across SPS capacity building, cross-cutting
topics (gender and environment) and SDGs

Questions 4-6. Relevance, value and WG members contribution in 
relation to STDF work 
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Other results 

• Q8: Respondents use STDF outputs for awareness-raising, sharing 
information or influencing programmes development in their own 
organisations  

• Q9: STDF activities influence other TA providers, but challenge to 
identify cases of collaborative approaches to SPS capacity 
building, which have been facilitated by the STDF 

• Q10: Members satisfied with visibility, but believe it can be 
improved 

• Q12: Main proposed change: process of assessing and selecting 
PPGs and projects in the Working Group, giving more 
responsibility to the Secretariat.  
• Contrasting views on how the STDF should relate to international 

development and the SDGs 

• Q13: Cross-cutting issues: gender (5 respondents), environment 
(2) and SDGs/poverty (2) 

• Q14: 18 respondents pointed to insufficient funding as the most 
important risk that may influence the STDF in the future 



Overall conclusions 

• Continuous strong support for the STDF among WG 
participants 

• Responses supports the view that STDF contributes 
to its outcome: “Enhanced effectiveness of SPS 
capacity building in developing countries”.  

• Challenge remains to find concrete evidence of 
wider effects of the STDF beyond its own activities 
• Approach of survey is to ask the closest involved 

• Other monitoring activities? 

• Task for the evaluation 



Issues for discussion 

1. How can the review and decision-making process for 
projects and PPGs be streamlined? 

2. How can the contribution of WG participants to 
STDF’s work be enhanced? 

3. How to better make the link from STDF’s work on SPS 
capacity building to the Sustainable Development 
Goals and gender? 

4. How can the risk of insufficient funding be managed? 

5. Does the survey produce useful and sufficient 
information? If so, how can the response rate and 
quality of responses be increased? 


