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EVALUATION
The conference was attended by 180 delegates. 

A total of 35 evaluation forms were completed and returned. The average rating for the conference overall was 4.4 out of a possible maximum of 5 – matching the rating of the conference in 2011.

The majority of delegates (94%) felt that the conference offered a good balance of plenary presentations, parallel sessions and poster presentations.

Plenary presentations

The two invited plenary presentations were scored on a scale of 1 to 5 for both interest and relevance:

· Gene Feder ‘IRIS of women experiencing domestic violence’ scored a high 4.4 for interest and 4.3 for relevance 

· Martin McKee ‘The effects of economic recession on health’ scored a very impressive 5 for interest and 4.8 for relevance
Martin McKee’s presentation received many individual complementary comments and statements of high praise for his contribution to the conference.

The two plenary presentations given by highly commended abstract authors were given an average score for interest of 4.2. Scores for relevance were also high with an identical 4.2 average.
Parallel sessions

Most delegates (94%) felt that there were an appropriate number of parallel sessions at the conference. 

Presentations in the parallel sessions were scored for interest, relevance and presentation on a scale of 1 to 5:

Interest
average 4.1 
(range 3.2 to 4.8)

Relevance
average 4.1
(range 3.4 to 4.9)


Presentation
average 4.5
(range 3.1 to 4.9)
These scores were based on the review of between 5 and 12 delegates attending each of the parallel session presentations. 
The Registrars acting as chairs of the parallel sessions were praised for their effective time-keeping, which ensured their smooth running and success. Many delegates commented on the interesting variety of presentations included in both the plenary and parallel sessions – an overall enjoyable programme.
Poster presentations 

The majority of delegates (85%) felt that there were an appropriate number of posters on display at the conference. The time allowed for viewing was also felt to be correct, with (82%) noting that times allowed was sufficient. This demonstrates a vast improvement against last year’s comments where there were widespread expressions of frustration about the large number of posters and limited time and access to view them.

Organisation and Venue

The organisation of the conference was given a high scoring of 4.6 for pre-conference organisation and 4.7 for coordination on the day. The high scores and positive comments relating to the conference coordination, match those received following the previous Scientific Conference where an external events team were employed. This year’s event was organised using our own workforce with the support of the in-house team at Winter Gardens. 
Positive comments and scores were recorded for the Winter Gardens as a venue (4.6) and the catering was generally well received, scoring 3.9. 
