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Workshop Summary

The first workshop of ODI's new Civil Society Partnerships Programme's (CSPP)
Regional Consultation was held in Lilongwe on the 9th and 10th February 2005, in
collaboration with the Malawi Economic Justice Network (MEJN). The workshop
provided a forum for representatives from policy research institutes and non-
governmental agencies to discuss the opportunities and challenges for CSOs to use
evidence to inform policy, learn about the latest worldwide research and practice in
this area, share experiences about ongoing activities and identify opportunities for
collaborative work.

After registration, Professor Wiseman Chirwa from the University of Malawi opened
the workshop. Collins Magalasi from MEJN welcomed the participants from Malawi,
Zambia and Mozambique and provided an overview of MEJN's work. John Young
described ODI, the Research and Policy in Development Programme (RAPID), and
the purpose of the CSPP. Participants introduced themselves, their work, and their
hopes for the workshop. After coffee, Collins presented a case study describing how
MEJN has been responsible for the coordination of the civil society participation in
the PRSP process in Malawi and is currently engaged in a range of activities
including budget monitoring under the PRSP. Their work has shown how it has been
possible to influence civil society participation in policy processes through lobbying
and advocacy, research and budget monitoring. Then Naved Chowdhury provided
some evidence of the impact CSOs can have on pro-poor policy and practice from
Tanzania. After the presentations, workshop participants divided into groups to share
other examples of how CSOs have influenced policy processes in Southern Africa,
based on their own experience. They concluded that while the political space is
opening for civil society participation in policy processes, a general lack of capacity
and weak policy advocacy skills are major problems. In the afternoon, John Young
provided an introduction to RAPID's Context, Evidence and Links Framework, with an
example from Kenya illustrating how it can be used to understand how specific policy
processes work. Naved Chowdhury then went on to show how the framework can
also be used to help develop strategies to maximise the impact of research on policy
and practice, and introduced some other simple tools for policy advocacy. After this,
participants divided again into groups to explore the relative importance of different
factors in the context, evidence and links for their own cases.

The second day started with a presentation describing how factors in the political
context, evidence and links contributed to the evolution of the Poverty Reduction
Strategy Approach during the late 90s, followed by group work in which participants
used the context, evidence and links framework to analyse other case studies. After
coffee, Robert Jamison facilitated a session to identify successful mechanisms to
communicate research to policy makers, what information products ODI should
produce, and what other organisations exist that can help communicate the results of
research to policy makers. Participants made a number of useful suggestions. The
final session of the workshop focused on what ODI's CSPP could do to improve the
capacity of organisations in Southern Africa to help CSOs use research-based
evidence to promote pro-poor policies and practice.



Seminar Summary

Following the workshop, the first national seminar of ODI's new Civil Society
Partnerships Programme's (CSPP) Regional Consultation was held in Lilongwe on
the 10th February 2005, in collaboration with the Malawi Economic Justice Network
(MEJN). The seminar provided a forum for representatives from policy research
institutes and non-governmental agencies to discuss the opportunities and
challenges for CSOs to use evidence to inform policy, learn about the latest
worldwide research and practice in this area, share experiences about ongoing
activities and identify opportunities for collaborative work.

Professor Wiseman Chirwa from the University of Malawi opened the seminar and
invited Collins Magalasi to introduce the Malawi Economic Justice Network and John
Young to introduce the ODI, the Research and Policy in Development Programme
(RAPID), and the purpose of the CSPP, and each participant to introduce themselves
and their work.

Three presentations were made at the seminatr:

= Collins Magalasi: Evidence: Civil Society Undoubted Tool for Effective
Advocacy The case for Malawi

= Edson Musopole: Bwalo Discussions — A Tool for Civil Society Consultation on
Policy Issues

= John Young and Naved Chowdhury: An Introduction to evidence-based policy
and the ODI Civil Society Partnerships Programme



Workshop Report

The UK Overseas Development Institute’s Research and Policy in Development
Programme (RAPID) has been working on the interface between research and policy
for the last five years. It has developed a framework to help researchers and
practitioners understand the policy context they are working in and make strategic
choices about what they should do to maximise the impact of their work on policy and
practice.

Civil Society Organisations (CSOs) also have an important role to play in influencing
policies and practices to make them pro-poor. More and more CSOs are recognising
the need to understand policy processes better and use evidence to engage with
them more effectively. ODI has recently launched a new programme to help CSOs do
this better. Through the new programme, ODI has been organised regional
workshops aimed at providing a forum for CSOs to discuss the opportunities and
challenges they face when trying to inform policy and share experiences about what
works and does not work, learn about the latest worldwide research and practice in
this area, and identify gaps for future work.

The Malawi Economic Justice Network (MEJN) is a coalition of over 100 CSOs
interested in economic governance in Malawi. It includes NGOs, Trade Unions, Faith
Based institutions, Special Groups (e.g. Federation of People with Disabilities,
Gender-specialised organisations), CBOs, and Professional Bodies (e.g. Economists
Association of Malawi). It was formed in 2000 after evaluation of Jubilee 2000 Debt
Cancellation Campaign in Malawi.

MEJN is committed to poverty reduction through promotion of equitable and just
distribution of socio-economic opportunities through capacity building of civil society,
policy research and dissemination, advocacy and monitoring for good economic
development. Its vision is to ensure that Government and donors are developing and
implementing responsible and fair, pro-poor economic policies, and the poor are
demanding their rights to be treated fairly and justly and live at a standard
commensurate with their dignity as human beings.

MEJN has been responsible for the coordination of the civil society participation in
the PRSP process in Malawi. Its role has also included coordination of civil society
participation in the National Budget, Pre-budget submissions, Analysis, Monitoring,
Macro-economic discussions with IFIs / donors, and Budget and Economic Literacy.
Currently, MEJN is engaged in Budget and Economic Literacy, PRSP/Budget
Monitoring, Demystification of Policies and Documents: e.g. Translated PRSP,
National Budget, Fair Trade, and Advocacy.

The case study presented by MEJN illustrated how it has been possible to influence
civil society participation in policy processes through lobbying and advocacy,
research and budget monitoring. Workshop participants shared a wide range of other
examples based on their own experience. While the political space is opening for civil
society participation in policy processes, the lack of capacity and policy advocacy
skills among CSOs is the greatest drawback that requires urgent redress.



The RAPID Framework provides both an analytical tool to help understand the
political context CSOs are working in and a practical approach to decide what needs
to be done to maximise impact. The framework also emphasises the importance of
evidence and having links in influencing policy processes. Furthermore, it is
important for CSOs to also understand the role of external influences in policy
processes.

Participants at the workshop from Mozambique, Zambia and Malawi made a number
of suggestions for further work to help them to promote pro-poor approaches to
policy makers including practical training, information about policy options from other
countries, and to help to establish policy for a and networks.



MEJN Case Study

Evidence: Civil Society Undoubted Tool for Effective Advocacy, The Case for
Malawi, Collins Magalasi, Malawi Economic Justice Network

Collins Magalasi used Malawi as a case study to discuss key issues of participation
in policy processes by CSOs and how CSOs can promote pro-poor policy.

The Malawi Poverty Reduction Strategy (MPRS) is very clear; it expects CSOs to be
involved. The MPRSP allows and promotes independent monitoring, much as in
coordination with Government and Parliament. Poverty in Malawi is endemic and the
majority of Malawians live in gross poverty. The poverty situation is worsened by the
huge external debt that Malawi has, currently pegged at US$2.6 billion. The need for
pro-poor policies is so great for poverty reduction.

The MPRS is thus seen as a national roadmap for poverty reduction in Malawi.
Although participation in policy processes was not easy for the CSOs, the formulation
of the MPRS offers an opportunity to CSOs to participate in policy processes.

The key question is: How can CSOs influence policy processes that promote the
needs of the poor?

MEJN is responding in a number of ways to influence policy processes in Malawi
through budget monitoring and MPRS implementation monitoring. These include:

Political context: the process of formulating the MPRS was not open at the
beginning; CSOs had to force their way through. Using the MPRS, CSOs are now
engaged in budget monitoring, focusing on the PPEs (Priority Poverty Expenditures).
CSOs through MEJN began with 12 Priority Poverty Expenditures (PPESs) identified in
the budget 2001/2002 and also PPEs found in PRSP Findings to Date document.

Evidence: CBO participated in the formulation of the MPRS; each of the Sectoral
networks made a submission to Parliament on their Sectoral priority poverty
expenditures; monitoring levels of citizens’ satisfaction (or dissatisfaction) with the
quality of public services they are being provided using the Service Delivery
Satisfaction Survey (SDSS). During the formulation of the MPRS, information was
initially difficult to get.

Links: MEJN mobilised civil society organisations to participate in the formulation of
the MPRS; it has also mobilised the CSOs to participate in the monitoring of the
Government Budget.

External influences: MEJN has influenced international stakeholders through
campaigns such as the WSSD (Johannesburg 2002), NEPAD, AU, African
Development Bank, World Bank, IMF, World Trade Organisation, Social Forums, and
United Nations Economic Commission for Africa.

Challenges for influencing policy in Malawi

= Civil society in Malawi is diverse with differing agenda and this makes it
difficult to have a common voice on policy issues;



CSOs are too busy to implement project activities based on their ‘project log-
frames’, leaving little room for reflection on policy;

CSOs lack adequate financial and human resources to engage in national
level monitoring;

It is difficult to manage district level networks and harmonise the evidence
from the districts to influence policy;

CSOs lack the capacity to seek and digest complex/technical information;
SOME government quarters are still uncomfortable working with civil society;
Previously, monitoring was a dangerous activity for CSOs;

Currently, there is too much demand versus the need to sustain the ‘Good
work’.

Participants Observations

The challenge is on policy conclusions: How do you draw policy conclusion?
Where do you draw policy conclusions?

CS is diverse;
Advocacy requires financial and human resources;
How many CSOs have the capacity to do the work of MEJN?

How do you influence policy makers with all the information? Where are the
entry points?

What happens if policy makers do not accept you?

There is need to cross-check information before putting forward evidence to
policy makers, especially if there are two institutions conducting a survey in
the same area, using the same tool and coming up with different results;

Using local communities to collect information may create a problem of
interpretation of results;

There is need to build the capacity of the local communities to collect data;

Policy makers would want to be kept abreast, rather than relying on outdated
information. There is need for updated information to really have an impact on
policy processes;

Statistical question was only being used as a political threat;

There is need for relationship building with policy makers. How do you build
rapport with policy makers? How do we maintain such rapport?

There is need for civil society organisations to have one voice before meeting
policy makers;

It is the comparability of the results, which matters, and how the differences
are explained;

CSOs can develop standard tools that bring comparable results;



Group Session |

In the first group session, participants were divided into three groups to consider the
following question: What are the key factors which influence policy processes in your
country? Feedback provided the following points:

Strength in networks among CSOs;

The role of the media in shaping policy agenda;

Research: CSOs are able to identify gaps through research;
Donor interest;

Crises happening in the countries also influence policy, especially during crisis
period. For example, in Malawi, discussion on the food policy started during
the food crisis;

Capacity of CSOs: how CSOs package their information and make the
information credible enough;

CSOs have constraints in terms of resources to have significant bearing on
influencing policy;

Evidence collection: aspects of quality. Juvenile Justice Project in Malawi: It
started with research by the Centre for Youth and Children Affairs (CEYCA)
and using that information, it was possible to set up a programme resulting in
the formation of the National Juvenile Forum;

Relationship with government looking at it in a political context: lack of political
will. Laws are enacted by mere group thought. CSOs must work towards
changing the mindset of the MPs;

Information from the study must be validated. Building a case from data simply
means validation;

Government bureaucracy;

Lack of adequate information in government on what is happening in the
government;

Lack of capacity within civil society organisations;

Lack of local ownership of policies;

Opening up of Government to allow CSOs to participate in policy processes;
Donor interest is raised;

Parliament are also able to take up issues.



Group Session |l

Stay in the same groups as this morning, select a case you discussed this morning;
analyse using the CEL framework, discuss (i) the relative importance of the factors in
the context, evidence and links for that case; and (ii) whether it was useful.

How useful was the framework?

= We are able to understand the framework more and able to apply it in real life
situations;

= Using the framework, we are able to understand the gaps in the whole policy
process;

= Shows where the idea is coming from?
=  Shows who makes the policy?

What ODI should/can do for SA CSOs
= Specific research
= Regional networking
= Capacity building (skills and knowledge)
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= oM NGy ATt

Slide 40




Civil Sociely Pannerships Programmie

Civil Sociely Pannerships Programmie

Qutcome Mapping Mapping Policy Processes
f mmwﬂnm in s s s ' ; o
+ How pragrams facilzate Central
change Gevamment
. Raco'gnlahmnmpla:hrd Barlizment
dewelopment
= Leoks at legical rathar than Buttsuerata
capsal knks vl Szelety
* Lecales It withi . -
broader gﬂm geals " [—= | amw
f Emrggh lrnm:;?hon and Emprementation
= fdl gt and partners arg el Sociely
irvebved threughau
Slide 41 Slide 42

Civil Sociely Pannerships Programmie

Civil Sociely Pannerships Programmie

Political Context Assessment Tool Faorcefield Analysis

= The macrg poktical context « Idertify wivat you Fims Pl s | e

* Thesedtor /issue process wranl 1o achiave Fimtst e Bl

+ Pelicy implememation and praclice « ldanity farses Tar

+ Desisive memens in the pelicy process and against changs 4 [Zeis™> | mm

* Henw policyrmakers think - ldenfily whichare g, | S
a.-u:__d.-‘ g wel

Exiont of interostz of Pollcymakers most Important S == L

i g B Adicitie Eceaty . = - Develop sirategies 3|, | =

Public Interusis 1 3 ] o reinforce thase fe | e

Persens Irqensts 5 4 1 and avereone -

Special Intwrest H 1 3 These against

== Tetal 10

Slide 43 Slide 44

Civil Sociely Pannerships Programmie

Civil Sociely Pannerships Programmie

Communications strategy Managing Think Tanks
- Identify the audiance(s) Audienice : yéf?a::jc:tztap:;p?:h#
. Id-en!'rl",r_ihe message(s) Irf':"-‘*:?.‘ml + Quality Control
= Promaotion o, + Communication
- Evaluate impact and [ Howe| wimat?| + Getling the most fram your board
change as necessary '\'—}"‘\ﬁ E;ﬁéf;?mna Frent
= Clear Strategy a8
= Interactive ﬂsurj:lrising'liﬁr lithe en policy influsnce in different
= Multiple formats contents)
[aoaran SRy 2002
Slide 45 Slide 46

Civil Sociely Pannerships Programmie Civil Sociely Pannerships Programmie

MNetworks MNetworks
+ Roles of Policy Metworks + Roles of Policy Metworks
= Fillering = Fillering
= tanplifying = Amnplifying
= [nwveslor / Providér = [nwveslor / Providér
= Faciitabor = Faciitabor
= Convening = Gonuwening
- Cermmuniies = Cesmaranilies
v Policy Code Sharing v Policy Code Sharing
+ Some networks net, some natworks work, + Some networks net, some natworks work,
Slide 47 Slide 48
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Discussion

Group Work

Slide 49 Slide 50

odi Givil Society Partnershipe Programme

odi Givil Sociely Partnershipe Programme

Summary of Day 1

« Learned about MEJN, ODI, CSPP,

« Shared expariences of CS0s ying 1o
influence policy.

* |denlified problems and strengths.

+ Learned about the RAPID framework &

Outline of Day 2

«  Review of Context, Evidence, Links Framework

« Groupwerk: To practice uging the CEL
Framework on 3 teaching case studies.

+ Suggestions for the OO CSPP

CoffpaTea

« Information needs

tools, + What next for the CSFP
+ Tried it out. Lunch
«  Saminar
Slide 51 Slide 52
odi Givil Sociely Partnershipe Programme odi Givil Sociely Partnerships Programme

Seminar Programme
+ Introduction

The Analytical Framework

. . . . External Influpences __Tre political context
Evidence: Civil Society Undoubted Tool far Sock-eoonomes and prdtical snd econamis snehues

’Eﬂr;eg-:;i;glﬁ.dvncaw. The case for Malawi, Gellins e r i s

chargo el
+  Bwalo Discussions; A Tool for Civil Scciety | p— |
Consultation on Palicy Issues, Edson Musopole / \
The BVHIENCE = crpdnigy, the

v Tea
» The RAPID Approach and ODI CSPP - John degrest chalienges reoshes
ST, [ eReanth Soprtached

Tre VK 8 atvenen podic
and rEseach COMITUTEs

Young and Naved Chowdhury

FRTAOTIE, TLITEASHE, (vt

; R competing deccurses, tust, "
- Discussion Kot 2 ang methostiog, gty of
o Cocktais \\_‘_ ) - ;r_ ke Fiw & 1 pshign
Slide 53 Slide 54
odi Givil Society Partnerships Programme odi Givil Society Partnerships Propramme

PESPs — Political Context

= Widespread awareness of & “problem” with
international development palicy in late 90s

+ Failure of S4Ps (and Asian financial crisis)

« Mounling public pressure for debt reliaf

« Stagnation of Comprehensive Devalopment
Framework idea

« Diverging agendas (UK — Poverty, US —
GoveInance)

 WEAMF Annual General Meating, Sept 1999

Slide 55
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PRESPs - Evidence

+ Long-term academic research informing
new focus on paverly, panicipation,
awnership, aid effectiveness ate
Applied policy research:

=ESAF reviews

=HIPC reviews

—SPAWorking Groups

— MG research on debt

» Liganda's PEAP

Slide 56



odi Civil Seciety Partnerstips Programme odi Civil Seciety Partnerstips Programme

PESPs — Links Other models

+ WB, IMF, SPA, Bilaterals, NGOs 2l . Mrat mecel cones 4, Tectroate mos
involved o (7

» Farmal an informal netwarks L

2 Daiwy-chain medl i L Fetean

* “None of the players was more than fwo s T e ey

handshakes away from any of e ofhers”™ o Trina
A hulandm mosel et o, -
L Bragany
Slide 57 Slide 58
odi Civil Seciety Partnerships Programme odi Civil Seciety Partnerstips Programme

Using the framework What you need to do

= Thi exbedial cavironment! Wha are fhs k:t:a' atlars? What you need to Whatyou need ko Howr Bo o it
What is their agenda? How do they influence the galitical knaw e
eonfent? [T — T T T —————ry

+ The political context: & there palitical interest in s oo sepemaaat | . | -
ehange’? b here roed fof Manoeure? Houw do ey " Wy | _ (T e b e
percaive lhe problem? ividence L Tr"'"-‘ L

« The evidence: [5 it there? Is il ielevart? 1s i practisally ¢ W ra ety | D PISSEREAETL | - e e
UECTUIT Are the concepls familiar of new? Docs il need bt E%wmk e
re-packaging? [T B :.. ...o.::: ™~ ﬁmm

- Links: Whe are the key individuals? Ace there exisling 0 et T k] | - P iy | A by,
networks 10 UseT How best to franster the infonmabion? T nms e oeeaon, | & Buld cosigom - [ sl
The media? Campaignsy ey eyt = B s gy rHsRE,

Slide 59 Slide 60
odi Givil Society Partnerships Propramme
Group Work Information User Survey

« Examples of successful mechanisms to
communicate research to palicy makers

= Whal information products should QDI

produce?
* Whal other organisations are there that can
help with this?
Slide 61 Slide 62
aodi Givil Society Partnerships Pragramme odi Civil Society Partnerships Pragramme
Further Information / Resources Contact Details:

CEPP Programmee = wiviey, 0di org s cspp
RAPID Programme = waveredi org ek rapid

» ODI'Working Papers
« Bridging Research and

Policy Book John Yeung - | yourgi@ediong uk
« Meating series Elizateth Crommwell = ¢ sramwciiBedi arg.uk
Monngmph Maved Chowdhery = nchowdhuryi@adi org uk
+ Tools for Policy Impact
+ RAPID Bnefing Paper
« RAPID COROM

« www eedi.org ukirapid

Slide 63 Slide 64
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Annex 2: Malawi Case Study Presentations

&
o
Evidence; Civil Society Undoubted
Tool for Effective Advocacy
The caze for Malawi

Frovenind se
=50k, Fubdeace sad Prliey Tafisenre Snstharn Afries
Heghoaal Workabap™
Liilemgre, Ralef, 200 February 205
By

Coliias !ll1 srpakasi
Mabuni Ecomsane Jusice Nerork

Slide 1

Ll « Valipes
+ MERT b puided by
 Barergth o s of par memibers
4 A Bedy snper of the inamioe omf siflierag of the po
+ L apEnr o aeTen Serviid, nid whei-bieie i
o Baligf i th prree of praple i change the sibobion
4 FaklErE ot e (e PR D NGRS RIS, G
JMMKME:JNMT BT P,
+ A Toarming aahinars 20 Pl ooy (810 BFocnice

Preseiiee:

4 Flead Ooe AMINA IE0USE, Chilsritals fosd

+ Reghonsd fices:  North = Lvasgetons Symed Offioes (Sl
South = AYTEE Cffeses (Targgwe

+  Dhsirick CILAPTERS: 1= ALL demees (exoept Likomalk, Chased
By mumber crgnalion

Slide 3

3’“’ . § rl - L .
*h.; & Activity History
« Coordination of PREP proeess (CS participation)
+ Matweaal Budget
~ Prebudget salysissions
~ JAnalyis
— Nloamiorinp
Msero-ceconomic discussions with IFIs [ donors
Budget and Eeonomie Literacy
Inlermatioanl: NEPALL ALL African Development Bank, Werld
Eank, 14F. World Trede Crganisstion. Social Forums, Unitod
Nalics Foonomie Coswmision foe Arica ...
Civil Soctely Manifeso
Fredinment: Bills {ADNMARC, 2002 Honger, Loars, Budpet

+

+

+

Slide 5

fﬂ % S : Qs
@'ﬂ; Alms, Objectives

T enswee ihat gove. implements the Malawi PRSP

Aim at feeding information and informed opinions

inta e decision-making struchares and processes of

Malawi that would influcnce prieritics carmarked for

pra-poar budget implementation.

Monitoring levels of citizens” satisfaetion {or

diseatisfactiony with the quality of public services they

are being provided. Tool used: Service Delivery

Satisfaction Survey (SD55)

Intormeation provided in the form of fgures - (based on

statislical principles ... )

= Findings communieated 1o decision mukers and the
prople fod Back 1o

*

*

Slide 7

3'};-; Who are we?

l!l.J"\h

v Mealition of over Lo CR08 inersed N S Ml e SoverTands i Walswi

v Inelobes Ni30s, Tevde Unioro, Preths Raged irdtitulions, Speeial Crocps
{0 Feckmatson of Peeple with Duabelini o3, Demder specinlined
u:.'ﬂﬂmiuw] LB, Frodessionsl Bodics |:-r £ Eaonoamals Associshion of
'l

v Formed in 2o after evalootion of Jubdes womn Debt Cancellation
Campaign Alalza

Wik

v MEIN 15 ascoalizen of dvil sy oopmalin oo el D povesly
rosdetion thicisgh peo ek nod ogaEiabio and just Astnbutin of
BRIk oppeortumi ties thircagh sapacity mmrw_-:l'-:mlm-:i%
podky reasarh and divssrmination, sdhvooscy and meonitoring for goo
soonoaus devilepment

Yialon

v Covesasent and Jum:-llm'rqu.* sl imspleEniling rioponstble sl
TR, Foeecacd eorapoamiie [aodi s, s Ih”i. o e manedig e rights io be
tresadead el iy s ety and loe sk & sbamdand commsormarage with their
dpul,y:hhnullh'mp

Slide 2

3&? MEI™ works with sister
*"M"'; Metworks:

« CISANET: {Civil Society Agriculture Network)

* .pgr.iw: Iﬁlﬁm-}}ndﬁrlxmlu k) RV

+ CSCOBE: (Civil Society Coalition for Quality
Basic Education)
* Egmbﬁ-ﬂﬁﬂimwﬁlngtmmmhlmm

+ MHEN: (Malawi Health Equity Network)
* Camprites OvganBaticns working i the beadlh carg sechor
+ Gender Metwork
= Human Rights Consultative Committee
« CONGOMA i mother
+ ol

Slide 4

.
&

Current Programmes

* Budget and Economic Litcracy
PRSF/Budgel Monitoring

+ Demystification of Policies and Documents:
.. Translated PRSP, Mational Budget

Faar Trade

* Advocacy

L]

L]

Slide 6

h
-
R
+ Entry Poaws: Mandate
- MERSP Is very dear; expects C50< to be invalved
- MFRSP allows and promotes independert monitoring,
much as in coondination with Government and
Farilarment
+« History of Budget Monltoring
- Began with 12 Priceity Poverty Expenditures [PPEs]
identified in the budget 200152002
- WﬂabofwminPﬁPHMr@sk}Dﬂemml

- Each of the Sedtoral netwaerk made submiscisn o
Farliarnent on their Sectoral peionity poverty
expendiures

How to reach there

Slide 8
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IM\_
{;:;:*.ﬂ? Ensured

"
= 1. f_'l:l:dlingl’alllbcrﬂ'lip&: Creabe cxpostations and fulfill:
— Had 3400w with “u\lg:l apd Frnance Commaiee of Pasliament
fesr anFarmaticn an expandituns | Ieguts] (Top-@awn monilermp:
% Bedtam-Up), Mozt i aniddle

~ Mational Slaliics Clfies
= {kovamment anslilulions.
= 2 Hawing the VOICE; Cwvil Soceely s present an ALL
distrigts Thenetore
~ Monitoring done by the Communily esembers
* 3 Sealing possible cscape holes: ensure legitimate
findiings:

& { — ey et | i Trai

pling. que % chevsbog iz ol logs,
st cmtry andd smalysis, repot wriling <16 done by sserstaia

Slide 9

f;\.{‘immcmn stics of Sample Population

Wrlabte Bl | Hrerevativn
Drmegraphle characteratio
Age ol poysssdoals” Mietige 43 |&] s bghe
IBsscbiald sine £ prriem. | maibesal
IEsmnsald sactal vialun T mined | 15%% ferabe-bewddnd
Wirlfars charsdrrivdics
Prlrnaery Treelibood WL farmlng | Artinmnn+ bk 20%%
At o lanmles d B ad acors |r_JI|W|T.MImM:I
Covual iaber B mrrgr |r|m1ﬁmn~m:m
S al el [EE T R [ P T -
Fooadineceriiy Omily 6.5 wrere Fhalomie, Suanf menyear
Insniure
Slide 11

e |
<m0 #Stories & Recommendations 2

= There was widespresd dissatisfetion with services of

ADMARD [ADMARC REFORM)

TIF was 1o an extent belioved to benefit people who do

ol deserve it [TARGETING]

Exlenston services wors inefivctive

Limited satisfaction with police services exisled

[POLICE REFORM]

Availability of drugs from local health Facilitics was

relntively gosd compared 1o refermis [THLIMES UP)

= Mode of tronsport o major concern lor peaple aliending
distriet hospitals

Slide 13

lﬂ\
&

What happened

« Advocated for change (Revised allocations

o quality of delivery in the said arcas) with:

= Parlimmentary Conumittecs on Budget and
Finance, Pablic Aceeunts, Edu, Agr. Health,

= Ministrics of Finanee {Allocation], Eeomomic
Planning and Development, Education, Health,
Agriculiure, Works, Mational Roads Authonty,
Palice, CHTiee of President and Cabine

Slide 15

{%@j How Done (2004)

u
+ Colleetesd data from 10 rondomly seleciat disiricts

* Mkhata Bay and Mezimba (Northern Region),
Salima, Michisi, Lilongwe City and Micheu
{Central Region) and Mangochi, Phalombe,
Mwanza and Msanje (Southern Region), mocting
the requirements of national Statistics Office
The toral sample pepulation for cach disimice was
determined using the principle of probability
propertienal o population

v Rardomby seleeted wards, villages, howscholds

Slide 10

.
&

Findings (see next presentation)

Slide 12

R
St Stories & Recommendations
(cont™d)

* There rescrvations on the attiude of district
Icalth workers

» Improved roads did not improve the welfare
of the population

+ Majority dissatisfied with safc water
SOUFCES

« There was widespread dissatisfaction with
clements of primary education,

Slide 14

lﬂ\
&

Impacts

* Where District chaplers are sirong. ‘Mo
viees can come o o Realifs cemire withame
‘withesses” fram the chamer,

* Proritieation made easy: budget work made
casy

+ Relationship berween govermment & Civil
Sociely gelting beter

— Chpenness in govemnnient machinery

Slide 16
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R R
-:,Ea; HISTORY™: First 2001/2 ﬁ?:f r
» Monltoring was done in places where the What happened 2
organssations operate
* Mot scientific, but a systematic attempt to + Had forum with government and IF[s, but
determine what happened to the PPEs at 1old:
grassroats

+ Sectoral Network members gave their ime for
free

e

e we carned draw policy coneliesions fremm
this waork”

» First survey work was 'nationally’ carred out in
January 2002

« Used standardised questionnaire for data
cellection
+ Thought we did a good job.

Slide 17 Slide 18

fg;:; fgﬁ Challenges

" « Livil socicty is diverse; differing agenda; TOO BLUSY
with “project log-frames™
Financial and Human Resources {Mational level
manilaring}

Mamagement of distrizt leve| pebworks: Flarmesdsation
Capagily oof the civil soetely te seck. digest complex
peclmical infonnation
SOME government quarters shill uncomioanble 1o work
with eival society
[Previcusly ] Monitoring was a DANGEROUS activity
+ Toomuch demand ve. sustainability of GO0 work”

Lessons learned

*

« Evidence, ool for undoubted advocacy

*

Slide 19 Slide 20
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OW EVID
USED TO INFL
POLIT

Slide 3 Slide 4

Slide 5 Slide 6

Slide 7 Slide 8
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Annex 3: Seminar Presentation

@d‘ CB0n, Evidence & Peliey Infueess: A Ratenal Seinar Fen
| herd

Maotel Liangws, Lisagss, 107 Februsry 27008

Programme

14001415 Infroduction
14.15-18.00 Ewidenco: Civil Secicly Undoublod

i 1 Tood for Effective Ad Tha
CS0s, Evidence & Policy T Eftective fdvacacy. Tha case
Influence: A National 15.00-15.45  Bumlo Discussions: A Tool for Civil Seciety
. l:_"::nq.ui‘ralinn on Policy |ssucs, Edson
Seminar 15.45-16.15 Tea
16.15.17.00  The RAPID wch and GO0 Givil Soaciel
#;ﬂi:ﬁ;;‘““'“““ Partnesship Ihrrépg;?amme. on voungand T
17.00-17.45  Descusshon
17.45-13.00 Vote of Thanks
1800 Cotktais
Slide 1 Slide 2
@d‘ S04, Evieencs & Peley Infusece: A Natensl Seimar /Y @d 504, Evidencs & Peley Infusece: A Natensl Semar /)
I Fotal Liangwe, Lianges, 107 Fabnuary 2008 L5 I Fhotal Liangwe, Lianges, 107 Febnuary 2008 b=

Malawi Economic Justice Network Overseas Development Institute

= A b of 100 CS0s ineesiogd i e Il e " -
Mam PHESIE ) Banams geamanae - Britain's leading development Think Tank
« Inciudes MGG, Trade Unions, Fath Based rebhutions, Specia

Geoups (o). Fedemtion of Peope win Disabiities, Gender « £8m, 80 researchers
spesizice ﬂ&%ﬂ:} '.'ill@‘:rr'-:}nl"l-ﬁwdl Bodies eg ||' . !
. Fo ||uw:||||?lICla¢-r envahtion of Jubdiee 2000 Delt Cancedation * Research Aﬁm}? { Public Debate
:::p-l:l:ru:\ *sﬁ acoalition of Ll Reciety pEANER KNS pommited » Rural / Humanitarian / Pﬂ'ﬁf&ﬂ'ﬁ' & Ald/
14 pamventy tesoction Infogi promtion of equtanle and pugt | Economics (HIV, Human rights, Water)
e Sy B WA T8 GBI, WAvicty + DFID, Parliament, WEB, EC
MHEbanng o GReoed LRGeS SenitopmiTt o « Farmament, '
= Wishns Govemmen s donos diveioning and implementing « Ciwil EﬂCiEt‘f
e pree i fnd Fair, I8 G-, BCOAGTIC DONIGHES. 2 | T oy
m;!rn.-'m._rlﬂ'rr rrights in b irgaled taardy and Sl and e at o Fioe e nformatioen Si s 0 g ol

Eafdnd casmansurale wath i dgndy i huran benges:

Slide 3 Slide 4

Evidence: Civil Society Bwalo Discussions; A
Undoubted Tool for Tool for Civil Society
Effective Advocacy. The Consultation on Policy

case for Malawi, Issues,

Coflins Magalasi, Executive Edson Musopole, Action Aid,
Diractor, Malawi Economic Malawi
Jusitice Network

Slide 5 Slide 6

@d| G504, Evidencs & Peliey Infueece: A Natensl Seimar /)

obel Liongws, Lionges, 107 Febnusry 7005 W

The BRAPID Context, Definitions
Evidence and Links Research: “any systemalic effort o increase the

= stock of knowledge”
Framework and Civil Paliey 8 purpesive course of astion fallzwad by an

Society Partnership actor of et of actors®

= Agendas | pelicy herizons
Prﬂg ramme — Orfficial statemnenis decumants
John '?'GUHQ' & Naved = Patterns of spending
Chowdhury, QDI - Impiementalion processas

— Acthviios on the ground

Slide 7 Slide 8
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@dl CE04, Evidanss & Pelicy Infutecs: A Natoasl Seerar vy
o

Motel Ligngwe, Lianges, 107 Februry 2005

The linear logical model. ..
Identify the problam
Commission research
L Analyse the results
Choose the best aption
Establish the policy
Implement the palicy
Evaluate the results

Slide 9

CECH, Evdanss & Peliey infusecy: & hatensl Seeear ;""\.
A

=

Motel Licngwe, Lionges, 107 Febnury 2005 =

Existing theory

1, ik il of Gormaraananon,
Ty

1, ndnrnomen mods,
0. Simpla ard wopriseg sledan,
%‘M anidanca. i baesaanri i

T
oinown B primre, Sy b Gobamee o Traralaton ol iechemlogy. Wllie
et kvl Barsaucraty’

Shgen 0 AREREY SRR B, P
] Diggarbpd sprmssrsion, Linggact Tt Magoiaton Puzogh neteorio, Sobatior
Giadwed i, St e pelaror, Elco
B, Cruieg of bptounabiity, P
V5 “Frammans of pebiskhe 1houph . Bommuriabon o pacial changs
Cheamy
1 Vadabint ke o obary, Bawh

¥7. Tha nowrca in s argortart aa condert,
e damt e Sl g bl dain wlth ooty

32 Whewie ard wabey, Chagman & Fabes

Slide 11

CEOH, Evdenss & Poliey infusesd: A hateasl Seerar ;""\.
.

=
shatel Licngwe, Lianges, 107 Februsry 20085 =

An Analytical Framework

External Influences
BogiEeononss and

Tre piolitical contaxt -
polgcal and soonomis wredunes
ded Gl Culute, kibAdsal
Pleabanes, Porementl va radeal
charga gl

cutural influences,
donct policies. elc

Tre VK 8 eteosen poi
and reseach COMITUTREs =
demoaurses, ust,

competing
et dis \\“—

The eVHIENGE = crednity, e
degred i CaengeE MR
s, {Eareh ieached
and methossEogy, HmEcty of
::- PTG, P £ b pekigis

Slide 13

@di CEOH, Evdenes & Peliy infusesd: A hateasl Seerar ;""\.
3

=
slatel Licngwe, Lianges, 107 Februsry 20085 =

Political Context: Key Areas

= The iaces pellical comten] {(dematray, Javamants,

riedia freedom; academic freedam)

The sectoc § issue process (Foley uptike = demand =

confestation) [HB Demand: poltizal and secietal. Pawer)

* Hoer peticyrmakens think (narmtives & policy streams)

+ Palicy implementation and praclice (bureaucracies,
incenlives, sireet level, reom far manoeanre, pasticipalony
approaches)

= Dssigivie merments in the pelicy process [policy prosesses,
vales, palicy windaws and crises)

= Cofibest is enueial, Bul wou cad fiakimize yoll chanses

Slide 15
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@dl CE04, Evidanss & Pelicy Infusecs: A Nateasl Seerar vy
o

Motel Ligngwe, Lianges, 107 Febnury 2005

...in reality...

= “Tha wia ife of pokey Is 8 chaes of purpeses and
agcidends. M is ol ol o & matier of the ratianal
implementation of the so-calied decisiong trough
selectid dratagies 1”

» “Adast polcy résearct o Aliean agriculivre i Fralevant
to agricukiural and averall economic palicy i Afica™
» “Regaedroh & more afan regarded o8 e egpodsite of
action rather than a resporse o ignorance™
©r i B S (I R, B W A Daporanon 3 Putds Pl i
ol el Flured g Edi stomal Boolrs, Loredon
oD (00, Poldy EHaHACN G R i AUl .'mﬂlpl_wl’.uhzﬂ,
o v " . TN W et Mimgoet P 78
B o N, R R R

Slide 10

CE0H, Evidance & Pelicy Infudecs: A Natk

Miotel Licagwe, Lianges, 107 Febnary

Existing theory — a sk
= Policy narratives, Roe
« Systems of Innovation Model
= "Room for mangeure’, Clay d
- ‘Street level bureaucrats’, Lip
+ Pelicy as social experiments,
+ Policy streams and policy win
+ Dagjointed Incrementalism, Li
+ Social Epidemics, Gladwell
+ The RAPID Framewark

Slide 12

d' CE0M, Evelanss & Policy Infudess: A Nat
@ I Makel Licagwee, Licnges, 107 Febnusry

Case Studies

« Sustainabhe Livelihoods: The Evelution
af DFID Polcy

The PRSP Inttiative: Rescarch in
HMullilateral Palicy Change

« The adoptien of Ethical Principles in
Humanitarian Aid post Rwanda

Animal Health Carg in Kenya) Eviderce
fails o influance Policy

50 GDM Case Shedies: Examples where
evidence has er hasnt influenced policy

Slide 14

@dl CE0, Evidanss & Policy Infutecs: A Nateasl Seerar oy

=
Makel Licagee, Licnges, 107 Februsry 2005 L=

Evidence: Relevance and credibility
= Key factor — did it pravide a solution to 2
protlem?

» Relevance:

— Topical relavance — Winat b do?

— Dperational usefuliness — How 1o do a?
Credibility:

= Research approgch

— Of researchor = of evidenco sl
Strenuous advecacy efforts are often needad
» Communication

-
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Links: Feedback and Metworks
= Feedback processes often prominent in
successful cases.
« Trust & legitimacy
« hlabwarks:
— Epictemic communities.
— Policy networks
= Advacacy coalitions
= The rele of individuals: connectors, mavens and
salesmen, champions,

Slide 17
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Other models

L. Keal madl =
P o
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Using the framework

= The exbernal sivironment: Whe are the key actars?

What is their agenda? How do they influence the galitical

context?

The pealifical context: 1s there political inferest in

change? Is thete roodn fof manseuvre? Haw do they

percaivie he prablam?

= The evidenoe: s i thene? IS il relevant? 1s it practically
ueaful? Are the concopts familiar or new? Dot il noed
re-packaging?

= Links: Whe are the Key individuals? Acg there exisling
networks 1o useT How best to franster the infonmation’™
The media?T CampaignsT

Slide 21
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Mabel Licages, Licnges, 107 Februsy 2005

External Influence

+ Big “incentives” can spur evidence-based pelicy
—e.g. EU accession, PRSP processes.

+ And some interesting examples of donors trying
nesw things re. supparting research

+ But, we really don't know whether and how
donors can best promete use of evidence in
policyrmaking (cradibility vs backlash)
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A Practical Framework
External Infisences il
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What you need to do

What yvou nead o Whatyouneed o | Howlodoit

know o

[T — o T -

. Falcymaisa? | * : o

e S T ey | = P b2y - m.:f’""""'

» Wt b Ao proomnd | m_;' D e

videnes e -

\ Vst e g |7 e | - e
Wt e Rmrarnn? | D RSN, L
o Dk |« e

= Gl W b B s = B
Vo e B okt | - W P meieg v ey kg e,
W sy gonr® fartcen ey iy

v Wit e e oo, & Bald cosimorn = U el iad

rrppny = Bald ¥
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Practical Tools

Oraararching Tealk
o iy RSP Foarvarani Contot Astessmant Tools
- Wieg the Framgwn - Sraiehoboet Ansly3s
The Ercrapronsurship » Fomateld Analyss
Cugstiorraia _/'w,_,“-.__ - WrREabE
| r— = Policy Mapping
Communicasion Tools | — - ol ol Seemon? RMasging
 Commencations Soalegs '\., -,
ST —
I-“ﬂlﬂ‘-ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂ T e Restarch Tools
Paticy Infhience Tools - Hphic Jracen
- ping & P a - Bunays
- Lobbying and Advwocacy Al

- Gampaigning: A S Gk
TR NG S AR
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Implications for CS0s Partnerships Programme
+ Meedto be able to: A
~Understand the paolitical context Strengthened rele of sauthern civil society
- Do credible research organigations in development policy processes
- Communicate effectively Quteones:
— Wark with others + Uncerstanding how C30s uge research
+ Meed erganisational capacity - Regienal capacity to suppen C30s
= Staff + Improved information fram QDI
—Intarnal processes + Global collaboration
—Funds
Slide 25 Slide 26
odi EmIIETIIET © odi_“mmiiiiisn &
Regional Capacity Improved Information from QDI
* Ethical Principles of partnerships ete « Improved internal Knowledge Managament
+ Mapping of C30's and organisations that support and learming
them . .
+ Small-gcale collabsrations (intemal) * Iniranel and Website redesign
. Regional Workshops + QDI Information User (an potential new
= Bmall-scale collaborations [external) user) Survey ) .
« Identification of long-term partners * Arange cf new information an
- Support (and capacity-building) cammunication produsts.
» Collabaration en global projects
Slide 27 Slide 28

mdl CE0, Evidanss & Pelicy Infutecs: A Natoasl Seenrar

Motel Licngws, Lianges, 107 Febnuary 2005

Further Information / Resources

= QDI 'Working Papers.

+ Bridging Research and
Falicy Book

Meating seres
Manograph z
Tools for Policy Impact =7 o
RAPID Briefing Paper <
RAPID COROM — )
« www eedi.org ukirapid

Slide 29
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Annex 4: Participants Lists
Workshop participants

No. | Name Institution & Address E-Mail Telephone
1 Mr. Ted Nandolo Council for Non Governmental Organizations of congoma@malawi.net
Mr. C. Matonga Malawi (CONGOMA)
2 Mr. Collins Magalasi Malawi Economic Justice Network mejn@sdnp.org.mw 01 750 533
Mr. Dalitso Kubalasa 01 750 098
3 Mr. Donald Kebebe Civil Society Coalition on Quality Basic cscgbe@sdnp.org.mw 01773624
Education, Malawi 09 286 022
Mrs. J. Chimlambe Malawi Health Equity Network healthequity@malawi.net 01 752 099
B. Chinyamunyamu National Association for Smallholder Farmers in bchinyamunyamu@nasfam.org 01 772 866
Malawi (NASFAM), Malawi
6 Ms. Mary Malunga National Association of Business Women, Malawi | Nabw-bt@sdnp.org.mw 01677 812
09 951 888
Mr. Madola APRU Bunda College, Malawi
8 Mr. Patric Chimutu Christian Service Committee csc@malawi.net 01 624 913
Ms. Maggi Chipasula WILSA-Malawi wilsamalawi@sdnp.org.mw 01 641534
01 641 538
10 I. Ngoma Economic Association of Zambia eazambia@coppernet.zm 260-1-225305
11 Inyambo Mwanawina INESOR, University of Zambia 260-1-293460
12 | Terasa Foio ADECOMA, Mozambique coord@linkorg.org 258-1-496280
13 Alavaro Casamiro LINK, Mozambique
14 | A. D. Kamphonje Teachers Union of Malawi tum@sdnp.org.mw 01 727 006
08 877 375
15 Patrick Mawaya Prime Consultancy patrickmawaya@yahoo.co.uk 01 766 594
08 367 405
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16 M. Phiri Centre for Human Rights and Rehabilitation chrr@sdnp.org.mw 01761122
17 | Tadala Kakwesa The Nation News Paper tadalaswan@yahoo.co.uk 09 296 129
18 Boniface Mandele Eye of the Child eyeofthechild@malawi.net 09 222 790
19 Mac Bain Mkandawire YONECO Mhjmkandawire@sdnp.org.mw 08 958 726
20 Rachel Kachaje FEDOMA globalfield@africa-online.net 08 503 438
21 Francis Ng’ambi MASSAJ Fngambi@hotmail.com

22 | Frank Phiri REPORTER

23 Ollen Mwalubunju Centre for Human Rights and Rehabilitation 01 757 500
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Seminar participants

No | Name Institution & Address Email Telephone

1 | Moses Njobvu Malawian Child Mozaic78@yahoo.co.uk 01715347

2 | Tsoka Maxton Center for Social Research mgtsoka@yahoo.com 08838508

3 | Edward Kamtuseya Youth Watch Society Edward_kamtuseya@yahoo.co.uk 09511412/01330496
4 | Rachel Kachaje FEDOMA globalfield@africaonline.net 08503438

5 | Maggie Chipasula Banda WLSA wisamalawi@sndp.org.mw 09360593/01641534/538
6 | Glenda Winga MANET mis@manetplus.com 01773727/09950071
7 Elton Ntwana World Vision Elton_ntwana@wvl.org 01753983/08953739
8 | Ken Katsache Youth Empowerment & Civic Education 00893829

9 | Jacob Kambemba NAPHAM 09250373

10 | Kuppens ICFSC jkuppens@mwlawi.net 08824552

11 | Maburutse Action Aid zvidzaimaburutse@actionaid.org

12 | M. Nkhoma Church and Society churchsociety@malawi.net 01331133

13 | A. Mbangumbe Law Commission Amba78@hotmail.com 09227858

14 | N. Nyama ASSMAG assmag@sdnp.org 09288905

15 | T. Gondwe MEJN tgondwe@mejn.mw 01750533

16 | R. Hajat ILP.I Ipi@africa-online.net 06644964

17 | P. Mvoolo Malawi congress of Trade Unions mctu@malawi,net 09510503

18 | AHD Mgala PAMA pama@mw.net

19 | Mary Malunga NABW Nabw-bt@sdnp,org.mw 01677812/09951888
20 | llyaas Itimu Capital Radio Ikemenn2003@yahoo.com 01726875

21 | Wiseman Chancellor College wiseman@chonco.unima.mw 01524695/09958302
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22 | Chiso Mtesha DFID C-mtesha@difd.govt.uk 01772400
23 | R.H. Mwandira CHAM rhmwandira@cham.org.mw 01775404
24 | B. Chinyamunyamu NASFAM bchinyamunyamu@nasfam.org 01772866
25 | Sophie Chitedze Care Malawi sophiec@caremalawi.org 08838040
26 | Mercy Masoo Care Malawi mercy@caremalawi.org 08838039
27 | E.T. Nandolo CONGOMA congoma@malawi.net 08830973
28 | P.W. Chimutu CSC cscs@malawi.net 01624913
29 | Frances Hagen Plan Malawi frances.hagen@plan-international.org

30 | Rodgers Munkhunda Radio Alinafe radioalinafe@sdnp.org.mw 01752971
31 | V.G. Kunkwezu NSO vkunkwezu@yahoo.com 09511524
32 | F. Nthakomwa CIDA-PEG fnthakomwa@cidamw.org 09939269
33 | K. Kwapata MHRYW kwapata@yahoo.com 09510759
34 | F. Phiri Inter Press Service (IPS) frankhillmw@yahoo.com 09954305
35 | C. Mulume CADECOM nutfoodsec@malawi.net 09511183
36 | Horace Boti Independent News Paper Horaceboti@hotmail.com 01750859
37 | Victor Nyanyaliwa Independent prnyanyaliwa@yahoo.com 08507800
38 | E.M. Singini Law Commission lawcom@sdnp.org.mw 08871812
39 | I. Cardmal DFID icardmal@dfid.gov.uk




Annex 5: Workshop Evaluation Results

(13 forms returned)

1. What two things you have heard about in this workshop will most help your
organisation? (Please be as specific as possible)
e RAPID
e Use of the framework
e CEL framework and its application
e Sources of information and how to make use of that in policy processes
e Enhancement of networks among CSOs
e Possibility of collaborative work between ODI and CSOs in Southern Africa as a way of improving
research capacity and policy influence
e How to use research (credible) to influence policy
e The CEL framework
e Case study from Malawi and Zambia will help me to discuss ours because we are similar in
Mozambique
e Evidence
e Context
e The importance of applying credible comparable research evidence to influence policy
e The importance of forging networks (partnerships) to influence policy
e The analytical framework
e Partnership for success
e The need to question the implications of policy influence before vigorously lobbying for such
e The importance of using allies from the external and political environment in policy influence
e Introduction to the RAPID context, evidence and links framework
e Role of research-based evidence and CSOs in policy processes
2. Please rate the following aspects of the workshop/seminar
Excellent Good Fair Poor Very Poor
Objectives defined and achieved 5 7
Concepts explained clearly 3 8 1
Time allocated_for the 1 7 3 1
workshop/seminar
Relevance to my work 9 3
Well-organized 4 5 3
Overall quality of the Workshop/seminar 4 7 1

w

Please comment on the overall workshop/seminar quality and value:

It was excellent
| have found it very valuable

The workshop was useful in the work | want to do on advocacy for your work

The workshop was very informative but need to improve on some aspects eg group work, most of
the times it was not clear what people were supposed to do. As a result groups presented different

findings.

Vindicated (as an individual and as an organisation) for so many systems and methods that we

thought we were using in isolation

Workshop organised well but there is need to improve on logistical arrangements

It was fine

The seminar was well organised, everything was there

Very helpful

Too much information squeezed into so little time
Nevertheless it was very good, relevant, interactive and very informative.
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6.

Thank you very much.

Significant value to CSO work

The quality was impressive but could be better
Valuable and useful to my work

It was good and precise, both in quality and value

Do you have any additional comments or suggestions for future workshops like
this?

More time should be given and a little more time and room for participants to get versed into
issues

There is need to give it more time

Allocate more time

Use of case studies was helpful which needs to be encouraged

Try to involve more people or organisations to participate in these workshops

Logistics of the workshop need to be clarified in advance eg allowance issues $10 isn’'t enough for
dinner in a hotel.

Keep the format, the good people and communicators. More time? Field visit?

Improve logistical arrangements, particularly food — to allow participants to buy food either outside
or inside the hotel and improve out of pocket allowance

In future workshops presenters should have time to explain some concepts which seem to be new
to the participants

You did a good job, thank you!

We need more skills on how to do research

More time allocated for important sections eg time set aside for research tools was too short.
Provide for adequate sharing of experiences

Advance information on purpose of seminar would help preparatory aspects of workshop

To always include people with disabilities wherever you will be conducting the workshops

What follow-up support would be most useful for your work?

Setting up the list serve and keeping a constant update with respect to policy briefs and
documentation summaries

Report sent to me

Skills building in research and advocacy

Networking

You need to interface with other networks because we have different focus areas.

Try to find other strategic networks on various issues so that they can also benefit

Receiving list and learn in advance about any ODI visit to Mozambique

Collaborative research work and enhancing research capacity of southern African CSOs, including
networking

Sending of ODI materials to my organisation for use

To be connected by email to get more material (actualised)

Research skills

Receiving up to date information from ODI

Training in research

Provision of publications and other information on capacity building initiatives

Technical assistance in the design of a specific policy research exercise we intend to carry out

In your country, to what extent do: (Score between 0 = none and 5 = always)

a) Policymakers use research-

based evidence to be important 3 3 3 2 3 1 2 4 2 3

in policy making?

b) CSOs contribute to policy
making?

c) CSO’s use research-based
evidence to inform their work?
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Annex 6: Seminar Evaluation Results

(6 forms returned)
1. What two things you have heard about in this workshop will most help your
organisation?

Rapid framework

Research-based evidence

Research and web use

Use of facts to influence policy change
Advocacy based on evidence#

RAPID

Bwalo method

ODI website

N

Please rate the following aspects of the workshop/seminar

Excellent Good Fair Poor

Very Poor

Objectives defined and achieved 1 4

Concepts explained clearly

Time allocated for the workshop / seminar 1

Relevance to my work 2

Well-organized

AW, |O

Overall quality of the Workshop/seminar 1

w

Please comment on the overall workshop/seminar quality and value:

The quality and value has been good

Very valuable in terms of the information disseminated on context, evidence and links
Interesting / encouraging

Very good and participatory

Well organised with informative discussions

A valuable experience — want to forge closer links with ODI

B

Do you have any additional comments or suggestions for future workshops?

No additional comments

More time for discussion

Need to involve more people and stimulate more debates
No

Display counters with ODI papers / research publications

o1

What follow-up support would be most useful for your work?

I would like to receive more information from ODI

Support in research-based analysis

Newsletters and future training in policy analysis and research

Reports on the presentations and the seminar

Funding to experience sharing follow up workshop

Capacity building to decipher, collate and utilise research methods / data

6. In your country, to what extent do: (Score between 0 = none and 5 = always)

a) Policymakers use research-based evidence to be

important in policy making? 3 4 3 3

b) CSOs contribute to policy making? 4 1 5

c) CSO’s use research-based evidence to inform their work? 4 1 5 4
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