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EVENT DESCRIPTION  

with special reference to goals and outcomes 

Type of event Roundtable with non-academic sector 

Venue 
Public Water Management Company Vode Vojvodine, Novi 
Sad, Serbia 

Date 13 October 2021 

Organizer University of Novi Sad, UNS 

Reporting date 20 October 2021 

Report author(s) Maja Petrovic 

Number of participants at the event 6  

Participants (organisations)  2 

Event description:  

As a part of the WP 6 Dissemination and exploitation, A6.4 Roundtables with non-academic 

sector, University of Novi Sad (UNS) has organized a session with representatives of the Public 

Water Management Company Vode Vojvodine, Novi Sad. The roundtable was organized on 

13th October 2021. The round table was held in line with the previously prepared roundtable 

agenda.  

The round table was organised in 4 sessions. During the first session, Dr. Maja Petrović 

presented the main objectives of the SWARM project as well as the Project deliverables. The 

second session contained the information about the modernized study program at UNS with 

detailed description of learning outcomes and new competences.  EU best practices and 

innovations in the water sector were presented within the third session while fourth session 

was organised as a discussion with non-academic sector about the status of EU Water 

Framework Directive implementation process in Serbia. 

 

 

 

Participants expressed the interest for new study programmes and concluded that future  
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Attachments 

Agenda (pdf) UNS Roundtable - Agenda 

Attendance list (pdf) UNS Roundtable - Attendance lists 

Photos (jpg) Photos on website 

Presentations (pdf) UNS Roundtable – Maja Petrović 

Other personal remarks 

During the final conclusions the participants discussed the possibilities for future cooperation 

within national and international project calls and UNS internship. 

The roundtable finished at 12:00. 
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Organisation details 

 

Date of event material release 20 October 2021 

Date of participants list's finalisation 20 October 2021 

Date of agenda finalisation 20 October 2021 

Number of participants (according to the 

attendance list) 

6 

Comments 

 

 

 

Problems encountered during the event preparation phase 

Please add your comments, if any:   
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Strengths and limitations of the event (please include comments received) 

Strengths of the event and contributions or 
activities by participants 

 
 

Suggestions for the improvement  

Any further comments  

 

Evaluation details 

 

Results of evaluation of the general organisation of the event 

Description 

The general organization of the roundtable was evaluated with very high marks. The event was 

organized totally in line with the previous defined agenda. 

Table/Figure 

The general organisation of the roundtable 

Grading  Very 
poor 

Poor Good Very 
Good 

Excellent 

Logistic preparation and organization of event  0 0   100.00 

Content of the agenda  0 0 0 20.00 80.00 

Arrangements of the event (venue, equipment, etc.) 0 0 0 20.00 80.00 
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Results of evaluation of general working communication 

Description 

The general working communication was evaluated with high marks.  

Table/Figure 

General working communication 

Grading  
Very 

poor 
Poor Good 

Very 

Good 
Excellent 

Communication before the event 0 0 0 20.00 80.00 

Duration and timetable of the event  0 0 0 40.0 60.0 

Quality of materials provided during the event 0 0 0  100.00 

Quality of presentations 0 0 0  100.00 

Communication between the organizer and the other 
partners 

0 0 0  100.00 

Engagement of the participants in the activities and 
discussions 

0 0 0 40.00 60.00 
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Results of evaluation of overall success of the event 

Description 

The overall success of the roundtable was evaluated with high marks.  

 

Table/Figure 

Overall success of the event 

Grading  Poor 
Very 
poor 

Good 
Very 
Good 

Excellent 

Mode of reaching the decisions at the event 0 0 0 20.00 80.00 

Opportunities to express your opinion and influence 
decisions  

0 0 0 60.00 40.00 

Objectives in the agenda regarding the SWARM 
project are reached 

0 0 0  100.00 

Discussion of tasks for the upcoming activities and 
events 

0 0 0 20.00 80.00 

Assignment of follow-up tasks  0 0 0 20.00 80.00 
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Please indicate your suggestions for further event’s improvement: 

__________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________

__________________________________________________________________________________

_________________________________________________________________________________ 

 

 

 

 

This project has been funded with support from the European Commission. This publication 
reflects the views only of the author, and the Commission cannot be held responsible for any use 

which may be made of the information contained therein. 


