EvaSys Annual Conference and Exhibition Feedback @ Electric Paper
19th EARMA Conference
Vienna University of Technology (TU Wien)

Mark as shown: OO Please use a ball-point pen or a thin felt tip. This form will be processed automatically.

Correction: ] M ] D[] Please follow the examples shown on the left hand side to help optimize the reading results.
1. About you
1.1 s this your first EARMA conference?
[ Yes ] No

2. Before the conference

2.1 Where did you hear about the 2013 EARMA conference?
[J On the EARMA website [] Attended a previous conference [] From a colleague
[] Direct mail from EARMA [] Other

2.2 If other, please tell us:

Excellent Poor
2.3 How would you rate the pre-conference information emails for O O O O g
usefulness and content?
2.4 How would you rate your joining instructions for usefulness and O O O O 0O
content?

3. Conference website

Please rate the information provided on our annual conference website:

Excellent Poor
3.1 Programme O O O O 0O
3.2 Speaker information O O O O Gd
3.3  Session information O O O O 0O
3.4 Packages and rates O 0o 0o o gd
3.5 Venue and travel O O 0o o d
3.6 Accommodation O O O O 0O
3.7 Booking information O O O O 0O
3.8  Social activities O O O O O
3.9  Online booking process for ease of use O O o o od
4. At the conference

How would you rate the following:

Excellent Poor
41 Venue O O O O 0O
42 Facilities O O O O O
4.3 Location O O 0o o d
4.4 Do you have any further comments about the venue, location or catering?
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5. Conference communications

5.1
5.2
5.3
5.4
55
5.6

How would you rate the following elements of the conference:

Excellent Poor
Welcome on arrival O O O O 0O
Registration process O O O O 0O
Signposting O O O O 0O
Stewarding O O 0o o d
Printed overall programme/book of abstracts O O O 0O O
Handling of queries on site O O o o d

6. Social and networking at the conference

6.1
6.2
6.3
6.4
6.5

Please rate the social and networking activities:

Excellent Poor
Welcome cocktail reception O O O 0O
EARMA members meeting O O O o gd
Conference dinner O O 0o o gd
Farewell lunch O O 0o o gd

Do you have any further comments about the social and networking activities:

7. Conference exhibition

7.1 Did you visit the exhibition?

[ Yes [ No
7.2 If no please specify why:

Please rate the following aspects of the exhibition:

Excellent Poor
7.3 Relevance to your work O O O O 0O
7.4  Variety of products and services O O O O 0O
7.5 Layout of the exhibition area O O O O 0O
7.6 General interest O O o o O
7.7 Do you have any suggestions for future exhibitors or sponsors you would like to see at the annual conference?
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8. 10.00 — 11.00 Plenary opening session (day 1)

Please rate this plenary if you attended:

Excellent Poor

8.1 EU Strategy and Horizon 2020 - The European Commission and O O O O 0O
the Austrian Perspective

8.2 Do you have any comments relating to EU Strategy and Horizons 20207

9. 11.30-12.30 Parallel session (day 1)

9.1 Which parallel session did you attend (11.30-12.30)?

] Horizon2020: the legal framework [] Science Europe: a collaborative [] Research administration as a choice
approach to the European Research of career
Area

[J Extreme light initiative: a practical
example of the synergy between FP7
and structural funds funding

How would you rate the speaker(s) for this parallel session?

Excellent Poor
9.2 Presentation and delivery O O 0o o d
9.3 The interactivity of the presentation O O O O d
9.4 Quality of his/her expertise on the subject O O 0o o gd
9.5 The session's ability to add to my competence O O O o g

10. 13.30 — 14.30 Parallel sessions & workshops (day 1)

10.1 Which parallel session did you attend (13.30-14.30)?

[] Post Graduate studies for research ] Implementing “HR Excellence” for [ Practicalities in the Financial
managers and administrators - a researchers: a multi-regional, multi- Management of FP7 projects; An
successful model of educational/ agency perspective outlook to audits and Horizon 2020
training network implemented in rules
Poland

[ Third Party in FP7. Real case
analysis (legal and financial issues)

How would you rate the speaker(s) for this parallel session?

Excellent Poor
10.2 Presentation and delivery O O O O 0O
10.3 The interactivity of the presentation O O O O 0O
10.4 Quality of his/her expertise on the subject? O O O O 0O
10.5 The session's ability to add to my competence O O O O 0O
11. 15.00 — 16.00 Parallel sessions (day 1)
11.1  Which parallel session did you attend (15.00-16.00)?
[J Snowball Metrics: an institutional [J How do project building consultants [] Grants Management of EuropeAid
perspective on the intelligence work in Europe? projects
needed to support evidence-based
strategic planning
[J The ultimate challenge in competitive
proposal writing: pull a success team
together
How would you rate the speaker(s) for this parallel session?
Excellent Poor
11.2 Presentation and delivery O 0o 0o o gd
11.3 The interactivity of the presentation O O O O 0O
11.4 Quality of his/her expertise on the subject O O O O 0O
11.5 The session's ability to add to my competence O O O O 0O
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12. 9.00 — 10.00 Plenary session (day 2)

Please rate this session if you attended
Excellent

12.1 30th anniversary of EU framework programmes of research,
innovation and technology: achievements and lessons learned

Poor

O 0O o o O

12.2 Do you have any comments regarding the 30th anniversary of the EU progammes of research, innovation and technology:

achievement and lessons learned

13. 10.30 — 12.30 Parallel sessions & workshops (day 2)

13.1  Which parallel session did you attend (10.30-11.30)?
[ Integrated grant management [] Open access in Horizon 2020 and
services for Horizon 2020 national policies in the member
states

[] Preparing a proposal to the NIH
(USA) — how to interpret the call and
submit the application

How would you rate the speaker(s) for this parallel session?

Excellent
13.2 Presentation and delivery O
13.3 The interactivity of the presenation I
13.4 The quality of his/her expertise on the subject I
13.5 The session's ability to add to my competence O

[] Outside in thinking: Where optimistic
research managers take on the
European Commission’s challenges
by sharing ideas, questions and

resources

(|

(|

(|

Poor

(|

14. 13.30 — 14.30 Parallel sessions & workshops (day 2)

14.1  Which parallel session did you attend (13.30-14.30)?

[] Widening Participation: connecting [ Improving research management for
Structural Funds and Horizon 2020 improving research outcomes

[] Adapting and improving regulatory
frameworks and support for research
integrity in response to a changing
policy environment

How would you rate the speaker(s) for this parallel session?

Excellent
14.2 Presentation and delivery O
14.3 The interactivity of the presentation ]
14.4 The quality of his/her expertise on the section ]
14.5 The session's ability to add to my compentence O

[] Developing successful leaders: Why
\getting the right idea\ does not
necessarily mean getting the idea

right

(|

(|

(|

Poor

(|
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15. 15:00 — 16:00 Workshop sponsored by Europa Media (day 2)

151

Please rate this session if you attended:
Excellent

Practicalities in the Financial Management of FP7 projects; An Il
outlook to audits and Horizon 2020 rules

Poor

O o o o

15.2 Do you have any comments regarding the parcticalities in the financial management of FP7 projects; An outlook to audits and

Horizons 2020 rules,

16. 8.30-9.30 Workshop (day 3)

16.1

Please rate this session if you attended:
Excellent

Discover the best grant opportunities through a streamlined O
workflow process

Poor

O o o o

16.2 Do you have any comments regarding discovering the best grant opportunities through a streamlined workflow process

17. 10.00—11.00 Plenary session (day 3)

171
17.2

Please rate this plenary if you attended this session

Excellent
The international dimension in H2020 O
Do you have any comments relating to the international dimension in H20207?

Poor

O o o o

18. 11.15-12.15 Parallel sessions & workshops (day 3)

18.1 Which parallel session did you attend (11.15-12.15)?
[] The Importance of “Impact” in [] Helping the voice of Europe’s top [] Efficient resolution of R&D and
Horizon 2020 scientists —The process and outcome commercial disputes — WIPO
of Copenhagen Research Forum mediation and arbitration —
experiences and best practice
[J What future for the Social Sciences
and Humanities (SSH)in the
European Research Area?
How would you rate the speaker(s) for this parallel session?
Excellent Poor
18.2 Presentation and delivery O O O O O
18.3 The interactivity of the presentation O O O O 0O
18.4 The quality of his/her expertise on the subject O O O O 0O
18.5 The session's ability to add to my competence O O O O 0O
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19. 12.30-13.00 Plenary closing session (day 3)

Please rate this plenary if you attended:

Excellent Poor

19.1 Presentation of INORMS and EARMA in Tallinn 2014 O O O O 0O
closing of the conference

19.2 Do you have any comments relating to the closing plenary session?

20. Overall experience

How would you rate the following aspects of the conference:

Excellent Poor

20.1 Networking opportunities O O O O O
20.2 Professional development O O O d 0O
20.3 Personal development O O O d O
20.4 Your overall experience of the conference? O O O d 0O
20.5 The overall value for money of the conference? O O O d O
20.6 How many days would you prefer the conference to be held over?

[] 1 day ] 2 days [] 3 days

] 4 days
20.7 Do you think anything was missing from the conference?

[ Yes ] No
20.8 If you answered yes, please comment:
20.9 Do you have any further comments you would like to make about the annual conference and exhibition:
20.10 Would you recommend the annual conference and exhibition to a friend or colleague?

] Yes ] No
20.11 Would you attend the annual conference and exhibition again?

[ Yes [J No

Thank you for completing the survey.
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