
 
 

SCVS Post Meeting Feedback Results 
 

 
Respondents: 
 
37 individuals filled out the survey. 
 
 
Sessions 

Wednesday 
Postgraduate Course: Medical Legal Issues 

 
1. Did you attend this session? 
 

22

16 Yes

No

 
 
2. Over the next 12 months, do you expect to apply specific knowledge skills/gained from this 
session? 
 

12

15

Yes

No
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3. How would you rate the value of this session? 

0 0
1

11

6

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

Poor Excellent

Rating

 
 
 

Sessions 
Wednesday 

Scientific Session 1: Endovascular Repair of the Abdominal Aortic Aneurysms 
 
1. Did you attend this session? 

29

7

Yes

No

 
2. Number of Papers 

1

28

0

Too Many

Right Amount

Not Enough
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3. Discussion Time 

0

20

9

Too Many

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
4. Did this session include new data/procedures that will benefit you? 

24

5

Yes

No

 
5. How would you rate the relevance of this material to your practice? 

0 0

3

18

8

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

Little Substantial

Relevance
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Sessions 

Thursday 
Scientific Session 2: Peripheral Vascular Disease 
 
1. Did you attend this session? 

32

4

Yes

No

 
2. Number of Papers 

2

29

1

Too Many

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
3. Discussion Time 

0

24

8

Too Many

Right Amount

Not Enough
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4. Did this session include new data/procedures that will benefit you? 

27

5

Yes

No

 
5. How would you rate the relevance of this material to your practice? 

0 0

6

16

10

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

Little Substantial

Relevance

 
Sessions 

Thursday 
Breakout Workshops 
 
1. Check all Breakout Workshops you attended: 

8

1

12

11

10

8

4

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

VNUS

Smith & Nephew

Cordis

Cook 

Boston Scientific

Bard Peripheral

American Vascular Assoc Screening 
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2. How would you rate the overall quality of the Breakout Workshop experience? 

0 0

5

11

6

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

Poor Excellent

Rating

 
 
3. What techniques/procedures will you use in your practice in the next 12 months? 

Carotid Stenting 
Carotid Stenting and Aortic Endografting 
Carotid Stenting, EVAR, Peripheral Stenting 
CAS 
CAS/ELVS 
Screening Programme, Continue Carotid Stenting 
Thoracic Stent Grafts [2 entries] 
Venous RF Ablation, Aortic Endografts, CAS 
VNUS, Spectranetics 
Will try the VNUS and the Endografts 
 

4. Please use this space to comment on the value of specific breakout sessions: 
Good idea, helpful 
Industry sponsored events - be circumspect 
Organization and access was poor 
Seemed like 3 separate breakout periods excessive 
simsuite 
Simulators were excellent 
The one I attended was good, but after all one 
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Sessions 
Thursday 

Postgraduate Course: Carotid Angioplasty 
 
1. Did you attend this session? 

21

12
Yes

No

 
2. Over the next 12 months, do you expect to apply specific knowledge skills/gained from this 
session? 

19

4

Yes

No

 
3. How would you rate the value of this session? 

0 0

2

13

6

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

Poor Excellent

Rating
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Sessions 
Friday 

Poster Session 
 
1. Did you attend this session? 

29

6

Yes

No

 
2. Please rate the relevance of each poster group topic 

6

9

10

11

11

13

13

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14

Basic Science

Venous 

Endo AAA

Endo

Open AAA & Imaging 

Carotid

PVD

 
3. Do you expect to incorporate techniques and new information from the session into your 
practice in the next 12 months? 

20

8

Yes

No
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4. Please use this space to comment on the content and organization of the poster session 
Very good session. Would be nice to see the final 
A bit chaotic. good practice to focus.  
Excellent 
Good,  but ability to participate in more than one 
overall an excellent session/ well conducted 
Self grading in the group was a great idea 
Very organized, enjoyed 
Well organized 

 
 

Sessions 
Saturday 

Scientific Session 3: Carotid Disease 
 
1. Did you attend this session? 

26

9

Yes

No

 
2. Number of Papers 

2

22

1

Too Many

Right Amount

Not Enough
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3. Discussion Time 

0

17

9
Too Many

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
 
4. Did this session include new data/procedures that will benefit you? 

22

4

Yes

No

 
5. How would you rate the relevance of this material to your practice? 

0 0

2

13

10

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

Little Substantial

Relevance
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Sessions 
Saturday 

Scientific Session 4: Thoracic and Venous Disease 
 
1. Did you attend this session? 

19

12
Yes

No

 
2. Number of Papers 

0

19

0

Too Many

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
3. Discussion Time 

0

16

3

Too Many

Right Amount

Not Enough
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4. Did this session include new data/procedures that will benefit you? 

14

3

Yes

No

 
5. How would you rate the relevance of this material to your practice? 

0 0

4

7 7

0

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

Little Substantial

Relevance
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Sessions 
Sessions Overall 

 
1. How relevant was the address "How Dogs Learn Tricks: Implications for Vascular Surgeons" 

0 0

3

15

9

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

Little Substantial

Relevance

 
2. How relevant was the address "How Has Technology Influenced My Clinical Practice?" 

1
2

7

11

6

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

Little Substantial

Relevance
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3. How would you rate the addition of "how to" videos at the end of each session? 

0

3

1

11

13

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

Poor Excellent

Rating

 
4. Will you be making changes in your technique/procedure based on knowledge gained in one of 
the videos? 

18

9

Yes

No

 
Other Factors 

1. Please rate the quality and comfort of the meeting space used at the Biltmore Hotel 

0

2
3

17

13

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

Poor Excellent

Rating
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2. Did you use the online registration process to sign-up for this meeting? 

29

7

Yes

No

 
3. What was the key factor in your decision to attend the meeting? (check all that apply) 

9

18

3

5

14

0 5 10 15 20

SCVS Member

Presenting Author

Breakout
Workshops

PG Course

Networking with
Colleagues

 
Respondents also filled out the following: 

Gore sponsorship 
Location 
Self-education 
Vascular Fellow 
 

4. What topics/content would you like to see on the 2006 program? 
Carotid disease 
Chronic venous disease 
Comprehensive  venous sessions 
Dialysis access 
Embolization  
Evar type 2 endoleaks 
Increased focus on open procedures 
More about PVD 
More basic science research 
Thrombolytic therapy in acute arterial disease 
Timely topics- I propose to shorten the poster ses 
Vascular Ultrasound 
You're doing a great job. 


