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Results on the Evaluation Questionnaire

Figure 1: Number of respondents by country (total=22)
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Figure 2: Percentage of respondents by work position
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Figure 3: Percentage of most important logistical factors influencing the decision to attend the

conference
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Figure 4: Percentage of overall impression of the conference
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Figure 5: Mean scores of the potential impact of the conference (scores varied from 1=not at all

satisfied to 5=strongly satisfied)
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Figure 6: Mean scores of the Pre-Conference Issues (scores varied from 1=not at all satisfied to
5=strongly satisfied)
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Figure 7: Mean scores of the general conference issues (scores varied from 1=strongly disagree to

5=strongly agree)

Comments related to the conference:
e Too much food
e Very Good
e | prefer aconference on Friday, Saturday & Sunday Social Program
e Very beneficial learning experience
e Nice blend of implementation
e Workshops should start at time
e First conference, it helped to get an idea of other countries
e Increase Interaction, Allow Questions
e Extending the conference 2-3 days
e Good Baance

e It wasfreezing in the Meeting Rooms



Any comments and/or proposals for future conferences

e Moreincentive and time

¢ Committee members are suggested to talk up specific functions to activate networking
e Cogt of attention to implementation

e Needsto invite persons who are critical towards B.I.

e Becareful not to conflict with AMERSA 2012

e Missed list of participants

e Thailand would be great!

e Organised excursions



