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Attendee’s Profile

ritical Care Anaesthesist : 8.
I Critical Care Anaesthesist : 8.42%

I Anaesthesiologist Resident : 5.86%
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How did you hear about EACTA 2015 -
Gothenburg

Email from EACTA : 35.41%

Friend or colleague : 24.26%

Other: 17.38%

Journal advertisement: 10.82%

Invited by an Organisation : 9.84%

Email from non-EACTA society : 2.30%
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How would you rate your overall
experience of EACTA Annual Congress
20157

_ Excellent : 19.84%
- Average : 16.67%
I Fair: 3.17%

Poor : 0.40%
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Which factors were most important in
yvour decision to attend EACTA Annual
Congress 20157

Quality and content of scientific programme : 35.88%

Presentation of abstract/poster/research:17.13%

Network opportunities : 15.51%

Career development : 12.04%

Receiving CME (continued medical education) credits : 10.88%

- Other : 5.09%

. Funding from a sponsor/employer: 3.47%
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CONGRESS VENUE



Fully agree : 53.85%

Agree : 33.60% The Venue Was
Neutral : 9.72% SUita ble for the
Disagree : 2.83% m eEti n g

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70
Values

Fully agree : 33.20%

The
signposting
was efficient

Agree : 48.18%

Neutral : 14.98%

Disagree : 3.64%
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D~ = The lecture
-Neutral:11.74% ha”S were

IDisagree:2.83% COmertable
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FuIIy agree : 39.27%

The lighting - | - -~
Was - Neutral : 10.53%

Sat | Sfa Cto ry Disagree : 0.40%
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I - - Thesound

. Neutral : 6.88% q u a I ity Wa S
Disagree : 1.21% gOOd
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Fully agree : 46.15%

The
projecting
facilities were
good

Agree : 46.15%

Neutral : 5.67%

Disagree : 2.02%
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The catering facilities were good

Fully agree : 38.06%

Agree : 35.22%

Neutral : 16.60%

Disagree : 8.10%

Fully disagree : 2.02%
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CONGRESS MATERIAL



N o e The preliminary
_ Neutral : 18.22% p roga nme was

g 5 well structured

Fully disagree : 0.40%
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- Neutral : 10.53%

I Disagree : 2.43%

The final
programme
was well
structured

Fully disagree : 0.40%
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The abstract supplement is a valuable scientific
resource

Fully agree : 29.96%

Agree : 40.49%

Neutral : 23.48%

Disagree : 5.67%

Fully disagree : 0.40%
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SCIENTIFIC SESSIONS



Fully Agree : 27.94%

The time
allocated to
each paper was
adequate

Agree : 59.92%

Neutral : 9.72%

Disagree : 2.43%
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The balance
between
plenary sessions e tders
and scientific [ oisaoree: a0
sessions was " Ureet
about right v

Fully Agree : 24.70%

Agree : 51.42%




INDUSTRY EXHIBITIONS



- The exhibition
S = <= scientifically
- | N useful

Values

Disagree : 10.57%

Fully agree : 4.07%

Agree : 29.67%

All relevant
companies were
present

Neutral : 45.53%

Disagree : 17.48%

Fully Disagree : 3.25%
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THE CONGRESS SOCIAL
PROGRAMME



I The opening

_Neutral:44.31% Ce remony Was

IDisagree:Z.SS% SCientifica”y
Fully Disagree : 0.41% u SEfu I

Values

Fully agree : 12.20%

Agree : 21.95%

More pre-
arranged
activities should

be offered

Neutral : 46.34%

Disagree : 17.48%

Fully Disagree : 2.03%
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THE EACTA SECRETARIAT



D e 4030 Was competent
B - -~ 2nd friendly

. Neutral : 7.35% Wh e n eve r
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COMMENTS



Summary

Handout of slides
No extra fee sessions
ECMO workshop was not good

Level of presentations was low (English and
content relevance)

Cheaper Destinations

Overlapping of sessions (2 interesting topics or
2 paid sessions at the same time)



