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RESULTS FROM CONFERENCE EVALUATION QUESTIONNAIRE

In designing and implementing this Conference, we have attempted to apply several conventional ideas, as well as some new ones with an experimental orientation. The idea behind the use of the Conference Evaluation Questionnaire was to get the opinion of participants on all those elements, based on their personal experience. For their evaluation, we have proposed a 1-5 scale, where 1=very little; 2=a little, 3=moderately, 4=much; 5=very much. The following grades are the average figures calculated from the responses of ca. 15% of registered participants. 
	SUCCESS OF CONFERENCE ASPECTS 

	GRADING
	COMMENTS

	CONFERENCE SESSIONS
	4.0
	Average of all Sessions

	SUNDAY - Opening (PL0)
	4.2
	

	MONDAY – Plenaries (PL1, PL2)
	3.9
	

	MONDAY – Parallel (N, G, S)
	3.6
	Best score for S (3.8)

	TUESDAY – Plenaries (PL3, PL4)
	4.1
	

	TUESDAY – Parallel (I, R, F, H/C)
	4.0
	Best score for R (4.3); Good feedback on C

	WEDNESDAY – Parallel (B, D)
	3.7
	Good feedback on B

	WEDNESDAY – Closing Session (PL5)
	3.6
	Some good summaries

	POSTER  Session
	2.9
	Limited in size; many Greek papers!

	OVERALL 
	4.1
	Average of responses to this question

	CONFERENCE DESIGN ELEMENTS
	4.1
	Average of all elements

	Choice of Theme
	4.3
	

	Location and Venue
	4.6
	Wireless web would be fine 

	Programme Structure
	4.0
	Hard work recognised; could be improved

	Audience – Mix of Participants
	3.8
	Good seniors/juniors mix

	Invited (Keynote) Speakers
	3.7
	Too many from Europe and as a whole

	Extra Elements (see below) – OVERALL
	4.0
	Average of responses to this question

	EFFICIENCY & CREATIVITY TOOLS
	3.8
	Average of all tools

	Time management in Sessions
	3.8
	Better in parallel sessions

	Discussions in Sessions
	3.5
	More time for general discussion needed

	Key Points from Sessions
	3.6
	Process could be improved

	Formulating the Conference MOTTO
	3.8
	Good idea, deserves broader participation

	Conference DVD
	4.0
	No time to examine it yet!

	Best Young Researcher Paper Competition
	4.4
	Good idea, specify criteria in advance

	Evaluation Sheet (this one!)
	3.7
	Useful; more space for comments needed

	COMMENTS

	Most, typically, elaborating on the specific comments summarized above. Many good comments on the Greek hosts, the overall organisation, and positive expectations of future events. One (1) response with complaints for the Secretariat and the lack of a bag for carrying conference material around. 
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� Evaluation  according to the Conference objectives, as described in its website


   and the Opening Session. 
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