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SUMMARY

· Feedback Survey of Attending Delegates Views–

(23 Feedback Sheets were received from 37 participants)

Academic Workshops/Forums have been a regular extra event with INCOSE International Symposia for several years now. It is time to get some feedback to assist planning. Please fill this form in by indicating your preference in the boxes and adding comment if you wish. Return the form to Peter Sydenham before leaving the Academic Forum.

-----------------------------------------
1. Was this event the best Forum yet? If not tell us why.
    Yes       7          Cannot judge it.     14           No      2   

- why not? 

· Good but digressed into old issues and to the not so important issues

· Too much ‘old school’ narrow thinking by some outspoken academics. No structural method for reaching resolution.

Comment:  No comment

2. Should the Forum be retained as an extra event, or should it be incorporated into the main event?

Separate Event   13



As part of Main event  10

Comment:   - with academic papers

                    - Similar to tutorials, on site to encourage more non-academic participation

3. What format should be used next year?

- Debates to a theme, like this one   

           


17

- Papers, as per the main event   




1  

- Workshop, with split out working groups   



3    

· Other, ideas! Comment: Please move to another topic. We’ve debated these areas to death  over past years.

· Debate method worked very well

· With workshop format – have breakouts with presentations following

4. Quality of event: how can it be improved? Comments please.

· Presentations?  

· Good balance of formal and informal. Perhaps use workshop breakouts to capture ideas.

· Presentation technology to work better    (PHS there was only one slide file problem!)

· Great… good…OK…good…very good…very good….all fine (7)

· Largely good – best were the provocative ones. Model after Gordon Conferences.

· Not necessary.

· A+ M’Pherson, B all others, 

· No comment-  11

- Administration? 
·  more organised (frail?… Not legible) (1)

· Adequate ..OK…OK… OK…Good…Good…Great.. .Good… Good… Good… all fine… fine…(11)

- no comment …(9)

-Speaker quality?

- All fine..Good..B…Good…Good…Good…OK…OK…Good…Good…Great..(10)

Same people every year , new blood needed (PHS comment: Is this true? The speakers were chosen to not be the same. Maybe they still sounded the same? The non-presenters had carry on elements for sure.) (1)

- Cost?

· OK (13)
· Why is there an extra cost? (1)
· No comment (10)
- Location?

· Good and as was indicated (10) 

· Away form Main event (1)

· At Main event location (3) 
Comment:

- At main event to so that industry reps can leave when academics get into academic drivell

· Perhaps 4 speakers and more debate time

· Room was good. Would have liked to get out during lunch (PHS: the door was open!)

· Food was very limited in choice (1)  PHS comment: several left eating before it was all served and lots of hot food was left over)

5. Timing during the Symposium period. When should it be held?

- Where it is, before the main event?




14

- Before the main event, but not coinciding with the Tutorials.

3


- After the end of the main event?




0

- In parallel with main event somewhere?



7

Other Comment?

· Forum unlikely to conflict with tutorials (1)

· Should be advertised more broadly (PHS Comment: It was on the Symposium site since the start. Several people have mentioned its presence – or lack of – in the spiral book. PHS had asked for more presence in the spiral book.)

6. Name. Is being associated with the word ‘Academic’ a good thing?

- Restricts the audience catch-up.




3

- Prime purpose is for academics to meet



1

- Gives focus to Academic matters 




15

Comments:

· Industry/Academic partnership on equal terms for  this event

· Expand to ‘Education forum’ to encourage industry

· Should be the exchange between academe and industry 

· Doesn’t/t need to be changed

· Consider ‘Research and Education’ in title

· Should be dialogue between academia and users (industry and government) (PHS Comment: and  also students of all levels and age to complete the stakeholder set?)

7. Are you satisfied with having the presentations available on record after the event? This gives presenters more time to prepare and to actually give us a recordable presentation. Do people read them in depth beforehand anyway?

Yes  21



No  2

Comment:

-Don’t read beforehand (4)

- as long as it happens 

8. Other comments. (Please add ideas and suggestions, including any negatives we need to work on in future Academic Forums.)

Comments.

· Discuss definitions and theoretical topics, such as if SE is needed.

· Focus on practical/real issues of concern ot academia and their relationships with the rest of community

· Would like to have heard Panel 1, 2 discussions

· I just really enjoyed it as a share session

· This was a well-organised academic forum. I would like to see a similar one in INCOSE 2002

· I have only attended one before but much was reiterated. I coluld have scripted some of the audience comment. Same words. Little progress. Information re industry needs was interesting.

· I have attended these for 2 years now. It needs to be shortened to 6 hours. 8 hours is TOO LONG. 

· Inputs from industry on project failures what could emphasise the need for SE. 

· Use small group breakouts to get some concessus around controversial issues, eg. Present results in a point-counterpoint format.

· Best part in forum is provocative discussion. Generates new ideas for everyone.

· Excellent and worthwhile day.

· Pose a clear question to participants to focus discussion (on the computer). Expand into ‘Education’ to encourage industry. Determine and document why SE is necessary and why a customer would want it.

· Address worthwhile education for experienced SEs. What is SE ‘oath’?

Name and email address (if essential for our follow-up) 

Name:


Email:

[End of summary  PHS 6 July 2001]
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