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SCVS Post-Meeting Feedback 

 
 
Respondents: 

64 individuals filled out the survey 
 
Sessions 

Wednesday 
Postgraduate Course Carotid Stenting: Challenging Cases and Technical 
Tips 

1. Did you attend this session? 

33
29

Yes

No

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

this session? 

32

8

Yes

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

0 0

3

22

11

0

5

10

15

20

25

Poor Excellent
 

 
Scientific Session 1: Abdominal Aortic Aneurysm Disease 

4. Did you attend this session? 

56

7

Yes

No

 
 
5. Number of Papers 

0

56

2

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough
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6. Discussion Time 

0

44

13

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

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

46

11

Yes

No

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

1 0

9

37

11

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

Little Substantial
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Scientific Session 2: Cerebrovascular Disease 
9. Did you attend this session? 

54

9

Yes

No

 
 
10. Number of Papers 

0

54

1

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
 
11. Discussion Time 

0

43

12

Too Much

Right Amount

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

43

11

Yes

No

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

1 1

7

33

13

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

Little Substantial
 

 
Thursday 
Scientific Session 3: Thoracic Vascular Disease 

14. Did you attend this session? 

51

10

Yes

No
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15. Number of Papers 

2

49

1

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
 
16. Discussion Time 

0

44

8

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

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

42

8

Yes

No
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18. How would you rate the relevance of this material to your practice? 

3 3

8

28

11

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

Little Substantial
 

 
Scientific Session 4: Visceral and Renal Artery Disease 

19. Did you attend this session? 

51

12

Yes

No

 
 
20. Number of Papers 

0

48

3

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough
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21. Discussion Time 

1

39

10

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

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

40

9

Yes

No

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

1 2

9

31

8

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

Little Substantial
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Friday  
International Panel 

24. Did you attend this session? 

40

19

Yes

No

 
 
25. Number of Papers 

1

39

1

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
 
26. Discussion Time 

1

33

7

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

 



SCVS Post-Meeting Feedback Results  April 17, 2006 
 

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

33

8

Yes

No

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

0

2

8

17

14

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

Little Substantial
 

 
Scientific Session 5: Venous Disease 

29. Did you attend this session? 

47

12

Yes

No
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30. Number of Papers 

3

39

6

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
 
31. Discussion Time 

2

40

6

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

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

42

5

Yes

No

 



SCVS Post-Meeting Feedback Results  April 17, 2006 
 

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

0
2

4

28

14

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

Little Substantial
 

 
Poster Competition Round 1 

34. Did you attend this session? 

37

20
Yes

No

 
 
35. Please rate the relevance of each poster group topic 

  Little    Substantial
Aorta I 0 2 7 7 4 
Aorta II 1 0 8 6 6 
Carotid Disease 0 3 6 8 3 
Endovascular 0 1 7 9 3 
Innovative Techniques & Technologies 0 1 9 6 3 
Peripheral Vascular Disease 0 0 7 10 6 
Other Vascular 0 2 8 7 4 
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36. Do you expect to incorporate techniques and new information from the session into your 
practice in the next 12 months? 

35

7

Yes

No

 
 
37. Please use this space to comment on the content and organization of the poster session 

Average in quality and content. 
Enjoy this session very much.  
Excellent 
Excellent format 
EXCELLENT way to conduct the poster session!!!! 
Good content. Too crowded during the talks 
I like it 
It was the highlight of the meeting, and fun 
More sessions in evening.  One isn't enough 
New format is excellent, kept the agenda moving 
Nicely done 
Not enough space present here 
Poster set up was not organized at all. 
The prognostic implications of a positive blood cu 
Very good 
Well done better in evening next time 
Well run 
You could only hear presentations on 1/7 of the posters 
 

Scientific Session 6: Dialysis Access Issues 
38. Did you attend this session? 

36

20
Yes

No
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39. Number of Papers 

0

33

4

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
 
40. Discussion Time 

0

32

5

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

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

31

5

Yes

No
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42. How would you rate the relevance of this material to your practice? 

0

3

5

18

10

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

Little Substantial
 

 
Postgraduate Course Venous Office Practice: Why It Is Replacing Arterial 
Surgery 

43. Did you attend this session? 

29
26

Yes

No

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

26

4

Yes

No
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45. How would you rate the relevance of this material to your practice? 

0 0

3

13 13

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

Little Substantial
 

 
Saturday  
Scientific Session 7: Imaging in Vascular Disease 

46. Did you attend this session? 

27
30

Yes

No

 
 
47. Number of Papers 

0

27

0

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough
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48. Discussion Time 

0

25

2

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

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

21

4

Yes

No

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

0

2
3

17

3

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

Little Substantial
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Poster Competition Final Round 
51. Did you attend this session? 

24

31

Yes

No

 
 
52. Number of Papers 

0

21

1

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
 
53. Discussion Time 

1

16

5

Too Much

Right Amount

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

16

7

Yes

No

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

0

2

5

12

4

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

Little Substantial
 

 
Scientific Session 8: Peripheral Arterial Disease 

56. Did you attend this session? 

2829
Yes

No
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57. Number of Papers 

0

23

4

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

 
 
58. Discussion Time 

1

21

6

Too Much

Right Amount

Not Enough

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

24

3

Yes

No
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60. How would you rate the relevance of this material to your practice? 

0
1

2

16

8

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

Little Substantial
 

 
Non-CME Sessions 

Hands-on Stations 
1. Check all Hands-on Stations you attended: 

7

10

11

13

14

19

0 5 10 15 20

Cordis

OmniSonics

Bard Peripheral

Cook

LeMaitre

Medtronic
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2. Please rate the overall quality of the Hands-on Station experience 

0

2

10

12

4

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

Poor Excellent
 

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

21

6

Yes

No

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

All 
Cutting balloons in av access 
EVAR 
EVAR deployment 
Omnisonics Mechanical Thrombolysis 
Subintimal angioplasty, cryo, etc... 
VCS clips. Possibly OmniSonics device 
 

5. Please use this space to comment on the value of specific hands-on stations:  
Good 
Hands on sessions should be hands on. 
I do these already on pts, so did not do any 
Last years were better 
Not great but Okay 
Very good 
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Breakfast SIGs 
6.  Check all Breakfast SIGs (special interest group) sessions you attended: 

5

8

9

10

11

14

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16

Success in a Multi-disciplinary World:
Join, Fight or Collaborate  

Revolution in Wound Care
Management

Recruitment and Retention of
Vascular Surgeons

Community Vascular Surgeons
Challenging Cases

AV Access

Young Vascular Surgeons Starting to
Practice in the Real World

 
 
7. Please rate the overall quality and relevance of the Breakfast SIGs you attended: 

  Little     Substantial 
Young Vascular Surgeons Starting to Practice in 
the Real World 0 0 1 9 3 
AV Access 0 0 4 2 3 
Community Vascular Surgeons Challenging 
Cases 0 1 0 4 4 
Recruitment and Retention of Vascular Surgeons 1 0 3 3 1 
Revolution in Wound Care Management 0 1 4 2 1 
Success in a Multi-disciplinary World: Join, Fight 
or Collaborate 0 0 0 2 2 

 
8. What techniques/procedures or strategies learned in the SIGs will you use in your 

practice in the next 12 months? 
Carotid cases had good tips 

 
9. Please use this space to comment on the value of specific Breakfast SIGs 

Excellent 
Fair 
Recruit/retention needs to be a MAIN session! 
Too early. Have them in afternoon or evening 
Very valuable 
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Luncheon Symposia 
10. Check the Luncheon Symposium you attended: (special interest group) sessions you 

attended: 

7

14

17

0 5 10 15 20

None

Hemodynamics:
The Impact on

Clinical Results

Advances in PTA:
Passive Coatings
and Absorbable

Stents

 
 
11. Please rate the overall quality and relevance of the Luncheon Symposium you attended: 

  Little   Substantial 
Hemodynamics: The Impact on Clinical Results 0 1 1 7 7 
Advances in PTA: Passive Coatings and 
Absorbable Stents 2 2 1 3 6 

 
 
12. What techniques/procedures learned in the symposia will you use in your practice in the 

next 12 months? 
Absorbable stents 
More aggressive PTA of tibials 
Not available yet 
Tibial angioplasty 
 

13. Please use this space to comment on the value of specific Luncheon Symposia 
Good 
Good speakers 
It felt like paid advertising 
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Special Lectures 
1. How relevant was the address "Pay for Performance: The Next Reimbursement 

Revolution" 

1
2

6

21

15

0

5

10

15

20

25

Little Substantial
 

 
2. Will you be making changes in your technique/procedure or strategies based on 

knowledge gained in this address? 

25
21 Yes

No
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3. How relevant was the address "Vascular Surgery Training: An International Revolution"? 

0

2

8

19 19

0

2

4

6

8

10

12

14

16

18

20

Little Substantial
 

 
4. Will you be making changes in your technique/procedure or strategies based on 

knowledge gained in this address? 

26

20 Yes

No
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OTHER FACTORS  
1. Please rate the quality and comfort of the meeting space used at the Four Seasons: 

0 0

5

10

44

0

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

Poor Excellent
 

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

44

14

Yes

No
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3. What was the key factor in your decision to attend the meeting? (check all that apply) 

7

9

20

28

29

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35

Hands-on Training

PG Course

Networking with
Colleagues

SCVS Member

Presenting Author

 
 Other responses: 

CME 
Had two posters 
Hotel too expensive.  I stayed at Luxor 
Las Vegas and quality of the hotel 
Location 
Meeting site 
Vascular fellow invitation 
Venue 
 

4. What topics/content would you like to see on the 2007 program? 
Advances in Vascular Medicine  
Available Internet access, fellows need more direc 
Billing info for endovascular procedures 
Clinical research topics that are practical 
Computer simulation of endovascular techniques. 
Endovascular procedures for infrainguinal disease 
Endovascular surgery 
Imaging 
More Clinical Endo techniques 
More dialysis access 
More didatic venous research 
More endovascular, lytic therapy 
More peripheral 
More reimbursement issues/solutions 
Thoracic aortic endovascular surgery, 
Up to date topics carotid stenting, aneurysms 
Video assisted and laparoscopic vascular surgery 


	 Substantial

