Feedback Form Responses pre-BSAVA Satellite Meeting SAMSOC 2009
Administration/facilities:



Responses 
 
 
(%)

Registration procedure

1. Poor





0



0%
2. Adequate




0



0%
3. Good





7/22



32%

4. Excellent




15/22



68%
Lecture room facilities
1. Poor





0



0%
2. Adequate




5/22



23%
3. Good





13/22



59%
4. Excellent




4/22



18%
Comments: too cold (6/22), noisy at times (1/22), chairs too close to screen (1/22), liked set-up with tables more (1/22)

Quality and quantity of refreshments

1. Poor





0



0%
2. Adequate




1/22



4.5%
3. Good





11/22



50%
4. Excellent




9/22



41%
Comments: nice biscuits (1/22); excellent lunch (1/22), cold tea (1/22)

Value for money

1. Poor





0



0%
2. Adequate




0



0%
3. Good





9/22



41%
4. Excellent




13/22



59%
Programme/lectures
1. Thoracic CT

a. Delivery

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





8/22

36%
iv. Excellent




13/22

59%
b. Content

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





7/22

32%
iv. Excellent




14/22

64%
c. Notes

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




1/22

5%
iii. Good





10/22

45%
iv. Excellent




9/22

41%
d. Good choice for program?

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





8/22

36%
iv. Excellent




13/22

59%
Comments: 1/22: very educational and helpful to have images

2. Thoracoscopy for medics

a. Delivery

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





9/22

41%
iv. Excellent




13/22

59%
b. Content

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




1/22

5%
iii. Good





11/22

50%
iv. Excellent




10/22

45%
c. Notes

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





17/22

77%
iv. Excellent




4/22

18%
d. Good choice for program?

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




6/22`

27%
iii. Good





7/22

32%
iv. Excellent




8/22

36%
Comments: 1/22 excellent images of thoracoscopy

3. Case reports

a. Delivery

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




1/22

5%
iii. Good





15/22

68%
iv. Excellent




4/22

18%
b. Content

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




1/22

5%
iii. Good





14/22

64%
iv. Excellent




4/22

18%
c. Notes

i. Poor





n/a
ii. Adequate




n/a
iii. Good





n/a
iv. Excellent




n/a
Comments: 1/22: would like notes for this as well

d. Good choice for program?

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




1/22

5%
iii. Good





8/22

36%
iv. Excellent




10/22

44%
4. Current management of diabetes mellitus in people

a. Delivery

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




2/22

9%
iii. Good





12/22

55%
iv. Excellent




7/22

32%
b. Content

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




1/22

5%
iii. Good





7/22

32%
iv. Excellent




14/22

64%
c. Notes

i. Poor





n/a

ii. Adequate




n/a

iii. Good





n/a

iv. Excellent




n/a

Comments: 8/22: notes poor since missing

d. Good choice for program?

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




1/22

5%
iii. Good





10/22

45%
iv. Excellent




11/22

50%
Comments: 1/22: very interesting

5. A logical approach to changed mental status

a. Delivery

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





1/22

5%
iv. Excellent




20/22

91%
b. Content

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





2/22

9%
iv. Excellent




19/22

86%
c. Notes

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





4/22

18%
iv. Excellent




15/22

68%
d. Good choice for program?

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




0

0%
iii. Good





3/22

14%
iv. Excellent




18/22

82%
Comments: 1/22: Really excellent; 1/22: excellent presentation and case studies
6. Interpretation of bone marrow cytology

a. Delivery

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




7/22

32%
iii. Good





3/22

14%
iv. Excellent




12/22

55%
b. Content

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




5/22

23%
iii. Good





9/22

41%
iv. Excellent




8/22

36%
c. Notes

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




3/22

14%
iii. Good





11/22

50%
iv. Excellent




6/22

27%
Comments: 1/22: very entertaining!
d. Good choice for program?

i. Poor





0

0%
ii. Adequate




3/22

14%
iii. Good





11/22

50%
iv. Excellent




8/22

36%

Comments: 1/22: very entertaining, excellent pictures of cytology; very helpful; 1/22: good choice for program but turned into a list
General individual comments

1. I wonder if too many topics were quite specialist this year; ie maybe great for us academics but not so attractive for practitioners?
2. Later start (10am – or even 9.30am); reduced registration fees for interns/residents; no lunch in place of reduced rate

3. Really liked the human presentations; please continue with this tradition

4. Might be worth concentrating on 1 or 2 themes for the day? Consider shorter talks? 45 minutes long enough per speaker?

5. Enjoy the human presentation and comparative aspect – please continue this tradition! Excellent day – thank you!

6. Superb meeting, all the practical tips and information were really useful and the speakers were all excellent – more of the same standard next year please!

7. Appropriately pitched for medicine certificate level, would be great to have a specialist day.

8. Initially dubious about the heterogeneous nature of the lectures but actually it worked very well. The case reports are a very good thing – enjoyable to give residents a forum to present cases.
Stijn Niessen 26 June 2009

