3" Annual

Technical Research Workshop
Report

WEDNESDAY 215" MAY 2008

HOSTED BY THE TRANS-TASMAN RADIATION ONCOLOGY GROUP (TROG)
VENUE: ALICE SPRINGS CONVENTION CENTRE
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APPENDIX 2

TROG 2008 Technical Research Workshop:

Feedback/Evaluation Questionnaire Results

1. a) Professional groups represented at the TRW

b) Are you a TROG member?

31 Yes 4 No 1 NO RESPONSE
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c¢) Length of TROG membership

The majority of respondents had been members for less than five years. There was one RO and two
RTs who had been members for greater than 10 years.
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Oto lyear ltoSvyears GtelOyears Greaterthan Noresponse
10 vears

Was the workshop timing appropriate ie one day ~ workshop prior to main meeting?

35 Yes 1 No 1 NO RESPONSE
The overwhelming majority of respondents thought the timing of the workshop was
appropriate. The ‘No’ respondent suggested moving the whole conference forward a day into
the weekend.

Was the workshop length appropriate?

34 Yes 1 No 1 NO RESPONSE
One respondent (Radiation Oncology registrar) thought that the workshop could have been
compressed into half a day.

Did you find the format of the workshop effectiv e?

35 Yes 1 No RESPONSE
Comments from this question included:
‘good progression of speakers to get in the right mindset for brainstorming’
‘| enjoyed discussion, particularly from the international speaker and ROs’
‘It allowed attendees to look at research within RT in a logical manner’
‘Not enough time for questions’
‘Good mix of speakers and interactive sessions’
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5. How interesting and stimulating did you find the programme?
The majority of the respondents rated the programme highly. Unfortunately those who rated at
3 and 5 did not provide any comments.
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6. How relevant did you find the topics presented? Rated out of 10

Again the majority of respondents rated the relevance of the topics as high. The relevance
was rated at 4 by the Radiation Oncology Registrar as not being relevant to them. The other
low response (6) did not provide comments.

m9
m10

[ noresponse
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7. How useful did you find the topics presented? Ra  ted out of 10
The majority of respondents found the topics useful. The lowest response was again from the
Radiation Oncology Registrar. Comments from this question included:
‘useful, especially Aldo’s how to do it section’
‘very effective — we will be how be able to take back and implement in our department’

m2
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u7
[
m3.5
m9
10

M no response

8. Was the facilitated discussion part of the works hop helpful?
34 Yes 1 No 1 no response

Comments from this question included:

‘excellent discussion forum’

‘perhaps need to be a bit more focussed’

‘most enjoyable part — feel ownership, input accepted and reasoning behind decisions in
protocols demonstrated’

‘panel to keep discussion guided was great’

The ‘No’ respondent commented that the discussion got bogged down that were just common
sense’

9. Did you feel that there was adequate time to dis cuss issues in the facilitated
session?
31 Yes 4 No 1 no response
Although the majority of respondents felt there was adequate time for discussion, the
comments were best summed up ‘not really enough time, but there never is’. Another
respondent suggested break out forum sessions to allow for discussions on specific trials.
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10.

11.

Do you think that attendance at this meeting wi Il assist you in changing practices
at your workplace to assist with clinical trial par ticipation in the future?

32 Yes 3 No 1 no response
Comments from this question were very positive. They included the following:
‘created enthusiasm to implement and change our research culture’
‘information about how to get involved was great for a first time attendee’

Respondents were asked for any other comments a  bout the meeting. The following are
a selection of these comments.

‘it may be useful to have talks on RT specific skills required, rather than generic talks on
research ideas’

‘would like to send more staff to this workshop’

‘not too formal, great atmosphere and many opportunities to discuss things’

‘clinical trials are much more involved than | thought’

‘suggest break out groups for each new proposal’

‘handout of info for physicists and RTs was very beneficial’

‘great opportunity to gain info, ideas and learn from the experiences of others’

‘very stimulating and informative workshop’

The radiation oncology registrar stated that ‘the workshop was very focussed on RTs and
physics involvement’ and that there was jargon, lack of structure and reproducibility to other
centres’
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