CASPIAN ENVIRONMENT PROGRAMME

(CEP) AND UNEP/DEWA/GRID-GENEVA

DATA & INFORMATION MANAGEMENT (DIM)

TRAINING WORKSHOP EVALUATION FORM

A.
Training Workshop Contents and Programme

1. Was the length of the overall Programme (3 days)

(  too long

(  too short (6p)

(  just right (7p)
for the contents which were covered / included ?

2. Were the contents of the D.I.M. Training Workshop (GIS, Remote sensing and Meta-databases at a theoretical level) appropriate and useful for:

Yourself

(  very
(6 p)

(  somewhat (7 p)
(  not at all

Your institution
(  very
(4 p)

(  somewhat (7 p)
(  not at all

If “not at all”, why not, and what would have been more appropriate / useful as

content?

3. Which (if any) of the three major areas covered would you have preferred to spend more time on?

GIS

(  more(9 p)


(  less(2 p)
(  just right(2 p)

Remote sensing
(  more(3p)

(  less(3 p)
(  just right(4 p)

Meta data

(  more(7 p)

(  less(1p)
(  just right(3p)
Other? (explain)


B.
Training Workshop Methods / Procedures

4. Was the methodology used (series of lectures with supporting printed and visual materials) appropriate for the Training Workshop contents?

(  very
(9 p)


(  somewhat(4p)


(  not at all

5. If “not at all” selected as answer to question 4, what kind of approach would you have preferred?

· printed materials only (e.g. training workbook)

(     on-line “distant learning”  self-tutorial

· other; e.g. pure practical ‘hands-on’ training

6. Were the half-day training sessions:

(  too long


(  too short(5 p)

(  just right (7 p)
7. Would you have preferred a mixture of practical (that is, “hands-on”) and theoretical training to the extent this would have been possible in what

was essentially an introductory course ?

(  strongly(8 p)


(  moderately(4p)
(  not at all (1 p)
8. Do you think the facilities (room and audio/visual equipment) were adequate for the Training Workshop 

(  very
(9p)


(  somewhat(3 p)

(  not at all (1)
If you answer “not at all”, please explain why and what type of arrangement would have been better

9. Degree to which the Training Workshops introduced new issues and topics for you as a participant:

(  low



(  medium(6p)

(  high(6p)
10. Best aspects of the workshop:

(please offer some examples)
i)   The facilities were adequate  for the Training Workshop

ii) Meta data

iii) Information on metadata standards and tools.

iv) Workshop was devoted for important subject. I got new information about Map Servers and was satisfied with enough level of recommendations regarding GIS and Remote sensing. 

v) Integration of the data: the space information. Databases, the data through networks the INTERNET and GIS..

vi) In my opinion the most interesting aspects of workshop were Information servers : UNEP.Net and Map servers with  on-line navigation on the Internet

vii) Training materials with very useful links to Internet resources 

viii)  I learned some new information about remote sending and \Internet addresses. I met interesting people. 

ix) Remote sensing ; GIS on Internet

11. Weak aspects of the workshop:
(please offer some examples)
i)The length of the Programme was too short. I would like a mixture of practical and theoretical training

ii)The absence of “hands-on” training.

iii)  Would be useful to demonstrate some examples (designed applications) about Map Server.

iv) Absence of technical support, that is computers directly practically to participate in work of a seminar
v) None

vi) The level of knowledge of the participants was not taken in consideration that is why the lecturers were not aware of a level of knowledge participants had, their field of work. The seminar was held in way of introduction to a course and reviewing of the present knowledge. The lecturers did not have any idea of the activities carried out within CEP frames and it’s centers. That is why all presentations given at the course were very vague. It could have been helpful to clarify all subjects and questions in advance, as the programs presented required more of a practical work than theoretical study. I future it will help to hold trainings in a room with more facilities, at least 1 computer for 2 persons. 

vii) Practical part of the workshop was too short.

C. Materials / Outputs / Results of the Workshop

12. Did the printed materials provided help you to follow the presentations?  

             (yes(11 p)/no(1 p))
13. Would you have preferred an electronic version of the printed materials?  

           (yes(8 p)/no(3p))
14. Are the data contained on the CD-ROM relevant for your current/future work?

Very

Partially(11 p)

Not at all(1 p)

Not yet seen

15.
Please add any comments you may have on the materials provided for the D.I.M.

Training Workshop (printed and/or the CD-ROM).

a) Very useful material for perception(recognition) of a theme of a seminar and practical use

Спасибо.

Thank you for your cooperation and time in completing this DIM Training Workshop

evaluation form prepared by the CEP/PCU and UNEP/DEWA/GRID-Geneva!

