Like Nothing Else: experiment, risk and gallery education

Conference Evaluation Summary

A total of 240 people attended the conference. 71 evaluation questionnaires were received. Responses below are shown as percentages, unless stated otherwise. Where total % = more than 100%, more than one answer was possible.

Pre-conference

How did you hear about ‘Like Nothing Else’? Please circle as many as apply

engage mailing

82%

GEM mailing


10%

NALGAO mailing

0

e-mailing


23%

AN magazine

3%

Regional listing

1%

Other



13% (word of mouth, CP, VAGA)

What did you feel about the amount of detail in advance publicity?

More than adequate

26%

Adequate


65%

Inadequate


9%

What did you feel about getting further information and/ or booking?

Straight forward

87%

Not easy but acceptable
10%

Difficult


3%

Did you find the advance conference mailing helpful?

Very helpful


41%

Helpful


56%

Not helpful


3%

During the conference

What did you feel about the choice of Bristol as the location?

A

Very appropriate

86%

Appropriate


14%

Not appropriate

0

B

Transport easy

73%

Transport acceptable
25%

Transport problematic
2%

C

Stimulating location

89%

Acceptable location

10%

Not interested in location
1%

What do you feel overall about the conference facilities at Arnolfini?

Good



66%

Adequate


32%

Inadequate


2%

What do you think about the staffing and practical arrangements at the event?

Efficient


86%

Acceptable


14%

Inefficient


0

Thursday Workshops

66% found the Thursday workshops very effective

25% found the workshops acceptable

9% found the workshops ineffective

Friday Workshops

48% found the Friday workshops very useful/ effective

48% found the workshops acceptable

4% found the workshops ineffective

Was there a good balance of presentation styles?

Good



42%

Acceptable


47%

Not very good

11%

Did you attend the soap box session?

Yes



45%

No



55%

Did you attend the speed-engaging session?

Yes



10%

No



90%

Did you visit the reading room?

Yes



61%

No



39%

Did you welcome the optional fringe events?

Yes



88%

No



12%

Did you feel the conference presentations and discussions related effectively to the theme?

Yes


79%

No


15%

Not important

6%

Would you have preferred a wider or a narrower theme?

Wider


10%

Narrower

7%

About right

83%

Was the conference a positive experience for you?

Positive


74%

Acceptable


20%

Not positive/ negative
6%

What about the fee for attending?

Excellent value for money
33%

Too high


4%

High but acceptable

21%

Perfectly acceptable

42%

Low



0

Would you have preferred more or fewer presentations?

More


9%

Fewer


25%

About right

66%

Would you have preferred more or less discussion?

More


45%

Less


7%

About right

48%

How did you feel about the length of the conference being 2.5 days?

Just right

78%

Too long

17%

Too short

5%

About yourself –how would you describe yourself?

Gallery educator

56%

Artist



27%

Teacher/ lecturer/ trainer
11%

Visual arts officer

4%

Student


3%

Museum educator

8%

Curator


11%

Policy/ funding developer
1%

Director


0

Freelance artist educator
15%

Freelance other

10%

Other



11%

Are you/ your organisation an existing engage member?

Yes



93%

No



7%

Are you normally based in the UK?
Yes



94%

No



6%


Summary of Comments

· The majority reported that they had found the conference inspiring and stimulating. The association between the conference and the Arnolfini exhibition was appreciated by many: ‘One of the best engage conferences for many years. Enjoyed strong links with show and venue.’
· ‘Very engaging speakers  -diverse, challenging. I really learnt something new from each of them.’

· Great networking opportunity

· The installation wall, speed-engaging session and the reading room, were very popular additions to the main proceedings.

