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Analysis of Participants' Feedback / Evaluations
RATINGS
	
	
	
	N
	5
	4
	3
	2
	1
	Good to Excellent

	
	
	
	
	Excellent
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 
	Poor
	

	Plenary
	9:15
	The College Mathematics Project - Research
	42
	17
	40%
	22
	52%
	3
	7%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	93%

	Plenary
	10:45
	Implementation: Local Action Plans and Best Practices
	42
	13
	31%
	19
	45%
	10
	24%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	76%

	Plenary
	1:00
	Ministry of Education: Implementing the Revised Curriculum
	40
	16
	40%
	19
	48%
	5
	13%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	88%

	Breakout
	A
	Careers: Implications for Guidance Teachers
	7
	1
	14%
	6
	86%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	100%

	Breakout
	B
	Curriculum: Implications for Mathematics Teachers
	17
	4
	24%
	8
	47%
	5
	29%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	71%

	Breakout
	C
	At-Risk: Implications for Student Success Leaders
	8
	4
	50%
	3
	38%
	1
	13%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	88%

	Breakout
	D
	Province: Implications for the Province, Boards and Colleges
	4
	2
	50%
	2
	50%
	 
	0%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	100%

	Plenary
	3:00
	Recommendations from the Breakout Sessions
	36
	8
	22%
	19
	53%
	9
	25%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	75%

	 
	 
	Venue
	44
	24
	55%
	20
	45%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	100%

	 
	 
	Food
	44
	21
	48%
	19
	43%
	4
	9%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	91%

	 
	 
	Organization
	42
	25
	60%
	17
	40%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	0
	0%
	100%


COMMENTS

Plenary (9:15 a.m.) – The College Mathematics Project – Research

· 5X – Informative. Provided good summary of project

· 3X – Very interesting data

· Thought provoking

· Nice to see pathways in relationship to success

· 2X – It was great having the Backgrounder ahead of time so we could read it prior to the presentation

· Largely an iteration of the Backgrounder with little additional information

· Please have updated/new data posted

· There was a lot to take in during this session

· The category of “At-risk” needs to be split: (a) at risk by non-participation, (b) at risk despite participation, (c) requires something other than remediation

Plenary (10:45 a.m.) – Implementation: Local Action Plans and Best Practices
      
· Interesting

· 4X – Liked the sharing between colleges and boards

· Could be more opportunity for discussion

· Very informative, especially info from colleges

· Able to take away some good ideas that others are doing

· It’s always very enlightening to hear what others are doing and compare it to what you are doing

· The emphasis on practice is always beneficial

· Lots of talk but very little substance in terms of student success from boards

· Not enough time for boards to present

· Need clearer instructions on the opportunity for sharing so boards can be better prepared to present

· Would have been nice to know in advance that a Powerpoint would be helpful

· 2X – A little far ranging. Need more focus on what is happening in the math areas specifically

· Not many focused on how the CMP influenced their practice

· Too long

· Hard to follow everyone’s information

· Requires more time. Too much information in such a short time

Plenary (1:00 p.m.) – Update from the Ministry of Education: Implementing the Revised

· 2X –Very informative. Important information
· 7X – Great presentation. Entertaining. Captivating. Engaging. Humour helps
· 3X -- Clear. Focused. Coherent.

· A good summary of the implementation process

· Well-tailored to audience

· Good to see changes emanating from issues raised at forums/projects such as this

· 2X – Handouts would have helped

· 3X – Seemed rather flip around Applied and LDCC; “minimum math pathway” comment was judgmental

· Talked too fast

Breakout A
Careers: Implications for Guidance Teachers

· Broad discussion

Breakout B
Curriculum: Implications for Mathematics Teachers

· 3X – Liked the sharing of ideas and thoughts. We need open communication

· 2X – Too short

· Real dialogue dispells myths

Breakout C
At-Risk: Implications for Student Success Leaders

· 4X – Great facilitator. Energetic and clearly committed to student success.

· 3X – Good format. Great size for discussion. Very well organized.

· Good participant engagement

· Some people monopolized the discussion

· What was the purpose of these sessions?

· Somewhat unfocussed

· A lot of rehash. Should have spent more time on recommendations

Breakout D
Province: Implications for the Province, Boards and Colleges

· Well focused

· Too many questions to reflect upon. Perhaps limit these to 3-4

Plenary (3:00 p.m.) – Recommendations from the Breakout Sessions

· Simple, practical. Hope some or all can be implemented

· 2X – Perhaps tighten this up a bit because it’s the end of the day

· Was supposed to be recommendations, not everything that was discussed

· Could we streamline this to make it more effective?

· 2X – Too rushed. I think it takes more time to articulate quality recommendations

· Need more dialogue to make these worthwhile

· The only comment I have here is, how will the feedback be used?

· 2X – Is this info going to be emailed to the participants? This was not made clear.

Venue
· Great

· 2X – I liked the nice drive north. Scenic drive was a tonic

· 3X – Easy to get to. Easy access

· Ample parking that is reasonably priced

· Clean environment

· Somewhat “stuffy” air quality in Pod C

· Chairs a little hard.

· Only one complaint. The room was freezing

Food
· 2X – Good lunch. Great food

· Could be more egg salad sandwiches for vegetarians

· 2X – Excellent selection. Lots of variety

· 4X – No chance of variety of sandwiches since we were told to have only one. 

· Too bad all the dishes and cups were disposable

Overall Organization

· 7X – Great. Well organized and executed. A smooth day. Nice job. Bravo to the organizing team. Thank you for all your hard work

From: 

	Secondary School / Board
	22

	College
	18

	Other
	 2

	Total Forms Submitted
	42


Other Feedback

· 10X – Great forum. Terrific day. Very informative.  Jobs well done. Way to go team!  Thank you for a valuable initiative

· 2X – Great opportunity to share with colleagues from other sectors.

· 2X – Let’s continue the dialogue. Keep having the discussions between colleges and boards

· Looking forward to being able to cite the report

· Look forward to future CMP’s to see how the new curriculum fairs [sic] compares to how the old curriculum served our students

· Looking forward to choosing a recommendation, implementing it, and then sharing the results with you next year. Cheers!

· We need to avoid directing blame at other levels. We are in this together for the sake of the students

· Would like to see further sector divisions, e.g. group all of the Health Sciences/Services together. Let’s see these results

· More handouts on specifics, e.g. stats from specific programs

· Never mentioned: If the colleges want MCT4C they should ask for it, not MAP4C

· It would be great to have more to take back with us and implement

· 2X – Too long sitting for extended periods

· A long time sitting in Pod C. Not much “differentiated instruction”
· Might be better not to read what’s on the slides to the audience

· I would recommend a breakout session in both the morning and the afternoon (if possible)
· 2X – Could be more opportunities for sharing
· 2X – Too long a day. Needs  to be over by 3:00 pm so travel back is not in rush hour
· Too much to take in
· Need detailed directions to campus
· Need to be notified re parking fees so can have change on hand
· In 2004, the day started with a great “math teacher motivator”. Great ideas, intricacies of math. This vibrant start of the day was missing.
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