
Process Education Conference 2015 Assessment/Feedback

RATE THE SESSION

usefulness of preparation materials (e.g., readings) 7
quality of session materials (e.g., handouts) 10
quality of presentation/facilitation 10
your level of interest in the content covered 7
degree to which your expectations were met 9
degree to which you would like to learn more about this topic 8

Strengths (including why) 
You were given a very short time in which to deliver this session, and you did a SUPERB job of mak-
ing it feel substantive yet not rushed. Further - you did all this with people moving several times and 
coordinating among about 6 co-presenters. Very impressive job of identifying what people needed to 
know in order to effectively engage, and then setting them up in activities where they could elevate 
their knowledge via interaction from very simple prompts.

Areas for Improvement (including how) 
Some of the small group leaders presenting about their own innovation took up quite of bit the dis-
cussion time describing what they did. I feel that it may have been more valuable to have them state 
just one “paragraph’s worth” of additional illuminating information (similar in amount to what was 
displayed as the session began) and then jump into Q&A.

Insight (including significance) 
It would be interesting to try and figure out how the presenters themselves could learn as much from 
the session as those attending.


