
Evaluation form 2016

participants (trainees): 17 mentors: 4

WS 2.6: RESPONSE-PROFILING WORKSHOP 2016,  
June 14th to 16th

participants (trainees): 17 mentors: 4
number of evaluation forms returned: 17
notes: none

Results: Number of votes
How would you rate meeting 

organization?
Poor Average Excellent total number of 

responds

1 2 3 4 5
Overall organization 5 12 17g

Meeting announcements/information 1 6 10 17

Registration process 16 16

Accommodation 2 14 16

Meeting rooms and facilities 2 15 17

What was your personal experience 
i fili i t thi i ?

None <1 year 1-5 years
More 
than 5 

in profiling prior to this seminar?
y y

years
1 2 3 4

Amphetamine 13 2 2 17

Cocaine 7 2 6 2 17

Heroin 9 4 1 3 17

The meeting achieved the following 
objectives?

Strongly 
disagree

Agree Strongly agree
j g

1 2 3 4 5

Active participation was encouraged 2 4 11 17

The discussion during the meeting was 
productive

2 7 8 17

The meeting program fulfils your 
expectations

3 5 9 17

How would you rate the scientific 
programme?

Poor Average Excellent

1 2 3 4 5

Presentations before each part (A,B, 
C,D)

11 6 17

Supervised work in groups 3 5 9 17

Debrifing sesion each part (A,B, C, D) 1 1 9 6 17

Round table discusion on Wednesday 2 7 6 15

Too long

17
Duration of meeting?

Too short Appropriate

1 16

You are present at the seminar because (more than one answer possible

 - I wanted to get a  training on profiling (personal interest) 15

 - It was decided that somebody of my laboratory had to attend (laboratory 
interest)

10
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participants (trainees): 17 mentors: 4

Results in %
participants (trainees): 17 mentors: 4
number of evaluation forms returned: 17
notes: none

Results: in %

How would you rate meeting 
organization?

Poor Average Excellent
total number of 

responds %

1 2 3 4 5
Overall organization 0 0 0 29 71 100g

Meeting announcements/information 0 0 6 35 59
100

Registration process 0 0 0 0 100 100

Accommodation 0 0 0 13 88 100

Meeting rooms and facilities 0 0 0 12 88 100

What was your personal experience 
i fili i t thi i ?

None <1 year 1-5 years
More 
than 5 

in profiling prior to this seminar?
y y

years
1 2 3 4

Amphetamine 76 0 12 12 100

Cocaine 41 12 35 12 100

Heroin 53 24 6 18 100

The meeting achieved the following 
objectives?

Strongly 
disagree

Agree Strongly agree
j g

1 2 3 4 5

Active participation was encouraged 0 0 12 24 65
100

The discussion during the meeting was 
productive

0 0 12 41 47
100

The meeting program fulfils your 
expectations

0 0 18 29 53
100

How would you rate the scientific 
programme?

Poor Average Excellent

1 2 3 4 5

Presentations before each part (A,B, 
C,D)

0 0 0 65 35
100

Supervised work in groups 0 0 18 29 53 100

Debrifing sesion each part (A,B, C, D) 0 6 6 53 35
100

Round table discusion on Wednesday 0 0 13 47 40
100

Too long

0 100

Appropriate

6 94
Duration of meeting?

Too short 
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