GSC-14 Meeting Survey
ITU would like to take this opportunity to thank you for attending the 14th Global Standards Collaboration (GSC-14) meetings in Geneva, Switzerland. The GSC Heads of Delegation (HoDs) request that you take a few moments to complete the following survey.  The results of this survey will assist GSC hosts for GSC meetings. 
Please complete this survey, inserting a check mark “(” in the column that most accurately reflects your response to the Statement.  The rating is from “1” (for strongly disagree) to “5” (for strongly agree).  Please return the completed survey to the GSC-14 Registration Desk at your earliest convenience. Thank you!

Optional: Your name ………………………………………………………….      Your organization ………….
	Statement
	Strongly Disgree

1 ( (
	Disagree

2 (
	Neutral

3 -
	Agree

4 (
	Strongly Agree

5 ( (

	1 Overall Satisfaction

	1.1 Overall,  I was satisfied with GSC-14
	
	
	
	
	

	2 Meeting Format

	2.1 The panel session format was an improvement over a series of individual presentations from the floor.
	
	
	
	
	

	2.2 The panel session format improved interaction among the High Interest Subject (HIS) presenters.
	
	
	
	
	

	2.3 Restricting presentations to only the HIS topics focused the discussion.
	
	
	
	
	

	2.4 The presentations which follow the recommended structure (Highlight of Current Activities, Strategic Direction, Challenges, Next Steps/Actions) were were helpful in bringing out the key content of contributions.
	
	
	
	
	

	2.5 The panel format allowed attendees to be more engaged and ask questions.
	
	
	
	
	

	2.6 It was useful to have the PPSO provide context and focus for HIS discussions (based on other PSO input and other known activities).
	
	
	
	
	

	2.7 It was effective to hold major Resolution and drafting discussions outside the main meeting sessions.
	
	
	
	
	

	2.8 It was useful to separate into concurrent GTSC and GRSC sessions (vs. remaining in plenary the entire time).
	
	
	
	
	

	3 Timing

	3.1 There was sufficient time for HIS discussions (among panelists and for audience interaction).
	
	
	
	
	

	3.2 The time allotted to the Opening/Plenary was sufficient.
	
	
	
	
	

	3.3 The time allotted to GTSC was sufficient.
	
	
	
	
	

	3.4 The time allotted to GRSC was sufficient.
	
	
	
	
	

	3.5 The time allotted to the IPR WG was sufficient.
	
	
	
	
	

	3.6 The time allotted to the Closing Plenary was sufficient.
	
	
	
	
	

	4 High Interest Subjects (HISs)

	The HISs were relevant.
	
	
	
	
	

	5 New and Novel Session

	The "New and Novel Session” was relevant
	
	
	
	
	

	6 Logistic Arrangements

	The logistics arrangement provided by the host was satisfactory
	
	
	
	
	

	Additional Input/Feedback (expanding upon the above Statements, or any additional feedback):










(Please use reverse side to provide additional comments, if necessary)

