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Who do you feel would gain most from this type of
workshop?

The common response was ‘course designers’, with a high
percentage stating ‘new to the field’.

The overall rating of the workshop was high.
(Between 4 and 5 on a five point scale: 5 = high).

Would you recommend this type of workshop to others?

All stated ves.

Was the length of time of the workshop satisfactory?

Thirteen stated ‘yes’ with four feeling it could be
shorter.

Was the mix of participants helpful to your personal
growth in the workshop?

All but one stated yes. The one negative response was
that there should have been no academic participants
present, although there were none who reasonably fitted
that description. Another participant felt the mixture

was an important part of the workshop as it allowed for

cross section of input and views.

In relation to the five stated workshop goals, indicate
how much you have improved your understanding:

The responses were generally in the ‘Good’ to ‘High"
range for all goals. ;

The workshop process was rated as: Very Useful

Specific queries and responses were:

Very Useful (16 responses maximum possible)

Adjustment of program events to meet group needs (12),
Special interest groups (11),

Use of scribe (9),

Presentation of information on organizations within
the region (9),

Structure of small groups (9),

Useful

sharing of course materials, (11)
the 4 -5 hour daily schedule (10).
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9. The content of the workshop was rated as: Very Useful
Specific queries and responses were:

Very Useful (16 responses maximum possible)
- Special interest topics (10),

- Instructional design case study (9),

- course development models (9)

Useful

- Non print media (11),

- Distance Education systems (10)
- Evaluation (10).

10. Although there was no consensus on which of the provided
reference materials were most useful, there was
agreement that the range of provided materials was very
good and extremely useful.

11. What areas not covered in the workshop would you have
preferred to have discussed?

adult learner and learning strategies

distance education Administration

Student counselling

Effects of distance education on general education
Assessment

Rationale for distance education

Editing.

%% ¥ N % *

12. What topics would you have expanded?

Evaluation

Pacific perspective/needs

Comparison of regional institutions
Instructional Design methods )
Non print media

Methods of writing.

* % ¥ ¥ X ¥

13. What topics would you have removed?

Ten responses were — ‘none’,
Two or fewer responses - evaluation, models of distance
education, print, the instructional design case study.

14. Do you feel you were involved in the workshop process as
much as you feel was reasonable?

Yes - thirteen
No - three (two were from late arrivals and one novice)
Little - 1 (a novice).
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15. Do you feel your contributions were valued and accepted
by the group?

Yes -~ twelve
Some~ three
Nil - two.

16. All participants felt their confidence in their ability
and knowledge in distance education was increased.

17. In relation to the role of the workshop consultant the
following areas were rated:

direction of the workshop - acceptable/good (11)
flexibility - acceptable/good (12)

presentation skills - acceptable/good (12)
knowledge of the topic - good (14)

coordination - acceptable/good (14)
communication skills - acceptable/good (14)
interpersonal skills - good (14)

% % % ¥ ¥ X

There were only fourteen responses to this section as two
participants chose not to rate the consultant’s role.

18. Did the group have enough control over daily activities
and outcomes?

Thirteen stated ‘yes’ with three ‘no’s. Somne

noted the workshop format was not one of‘hand feeding’
and this had a positive response. Some participants
were not used to this approach and would have liked a
more structured/directive approach to the agenda.

"I agree that this is really a high level workshop
judging from the issues raised and also the level of
discussions. Although I was behind in some of the
discussions I did manage to catch up at the end. I
think I learned a lot in the few days that I attended
but personally hope that another workshop of this kind
should be held in future for countries, like Tonga,
which have not yet really have a formal distance
education programme."

"The way in which the workshop was conducted was
conducive to understanding the issues involved in
distance. That is, since the participants are all from
the Pacific and yet are involved in different ‘levels’
of distance education in different contexts, the conduct
of the workshop introduced each aspect of distance
education which individuals were able to learn. This
means also that we were able to learn different elements
of distance education and at the same time analysed them
in the light of the situation in the different countries
and institution."
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"An evaluation unavoidably links expectations with
realization. I attended the conference with no
preconceived notions of what to expect.... and to my
lack of knowledge of distance education. I can
confidently claim to have gained an insight into the
relevant issues but believe the conference was more
appropriate for those directly involved in the process
of providing material for study by the off campus mode."

19. The final section allowed for open discussion on views.
The following is a list of points presented:
* Venue was excellent and catering over-sufficient.

* Program allowed for a break from daily details and a
time to critically review those patterns

*# T have learnt a lot of new ideas during the workshop.
My task is to implement these ideas in my institution.
Then I would evaluate the effectiveness of my
approach. I enjoyed these sessions.

* The issue of ‘culturally sensitive’ - Pacific people
characteristically reflect before responding in a
question-answer situation. This must be taken into
account when assessing the interests and concerns of
individuals and groups in a workshop.

* would like more hands on to other participant’s
materials.

* pre-workshop consultancy at the USP Campus for USP
course developers was useful in allowing USP staff to
share, reflect and consolidate their professional
role.

* there is a need for a workshop for administrators in
distance education.

* T had time to reflect on my experience, gain insights
into ways of improving my courses and meet colleagues
from other South Pacific countries. I see things in a
clear light now. Thank You.
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