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EvalS011912Hofmeister PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 19 January, 2012


Attendance: 
Survey Responses:  136


Response Rate: %


John Hofmeister
Dessperately Seeking 21st Century Energy Secutity


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 134 2.2 3 0.0 0 0.7 1 3.0 4 94.0 126 4.87 97.31


#2 129 3.1 4 1.5 2 7.0 9 7.8 10 80.6 104 4.61 92.22


#3 133 5.3 7 2.3 3 2.3 3 3.0 4 87.2 116 4.65 92.93


#4 117 3.4 4 0.9 1 2.6 3 6.8 8 86.3 101 4.72 94.36


#5 133 9.8 13 3.0 4 6.0 8 2.3 3 78.9 105 4.38 87.52


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.64
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.66
Overall Percentage Rating: 92.9% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  93.00%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalS012612Weinbaum PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 26 January 2012


Attendance: 479
Survey Responses:  106
Response Rate: 22.1%


Dr. Marvin Weibaum
Is Pakistan Our Ally or Adversary for the End Game in Afghanistan?


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 104 1.0 1 0.0 0 3.8 4 16.3 17 78.8 82 4.72 94.42


#2 101 5.0 5 5.9 6 8.9 9 18.8 19 61.4 62 4.26 85.15


#3 103 22.3 23 18.4 19 30.1 31 17.5 18 11.7 12 2.78 55.53


#4 86 7.0 6 11.6 10 15.1 13 31.4 27 34.9 30 3.76 75.12


#5 90 33.3 30 24.4 22 21.1 19 13.3 12 18.9 17 2.93 58.67


Overall Numerical Rating: 3.69
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  3.55
Overall Percentage Rating: 73.8% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  70.93%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 


NOTE:  20 low-scoring respondents did not evaluate (or stay for) the questions.
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EvalS020212Collins PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 02 February 2012


Attendance: 477
Survey Responses:  125
Response Rate: 26.2%


Chuck Collins
How America's Income and Wealth Divide Undermines the Health of Our Communities


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 125 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 7.0 7 94.4 118 5.00 100.00


#2 122 1.6 2 0.8 1 2.5 3 8.2 10 86.9 106 4.78 95.57


#3 125 1.6 2 1.6 2 0.8 1 7.2 9 88.8 111 4.80 96.00


#4 118 0.8 1 0.8 1 0.8 1 5.9 7 91.5 108 4.86 97.29


#5 125 3.2 4 0.8 1 1.6 2 8.0 10 86.4 108 4.74 94.72


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.84
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.85
Overall Percentage Rating: 96.7% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  97.00%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalS022212Whitehurst PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 22 February 2012


Attendance: 196
Survey Responses:   64
Response Rate: 32.6%


Dr. Russ Whitehurst
Teacher Quality and Student Achievement


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 64 0.0 0 0.0 3 10.9 7 7.0 12 65.6 42 3.89 77.79


#2 63 15.9 10 12.7 8 22.2 14 11.1 7 38.1 24 3.43 68.57


#3 64 4.7 3 14.1 9 10.9 7 28.1 18 42.2 27 3.89 77.81


#4 56 3.6 2 5.4 3 3.0 4 23.2 13 60.7 34 4.20 83.94


#5 63 20.6 13 9.5 6 15.9 10 23.8 15 30.2 19 3.33 66.67


Overall Numerical Rating: 3.75
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  3.83
Overall Percentage Rating: 75.0% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  76.55%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalS031312Serafini PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 13 March, 2012


Attendance:  181
Survey Responses:   30
Response Rate:  16.6%


John Serafini
Crime, Activism, Espionage, and War Cyberespace:  The Challenge to Governments and Corporations


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 30 0.0 0 0.0 0 3.3 1 6.7 2 90.0 27 4.87 97.33


#2 29 6.9 2 0.0 0 6.9 2 17.2 5 69.0 20 4.41 88.28


#3 30 3.3 1 0.0 0 10.0 3 3.0 7 63.3 19 3.62 72.40


#4 26 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 19.2 5 80.8 21 4.81 96.15


#5 29 3.4 1 3.4 1 3.4 1 20.7 6 69.0 20 4.48 89.66


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.44
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.45
Overall Percentage Rating: 88.8% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  88.88%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalS031512Smith PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 15 March, 2012


Attendance:  500
Survey Responses:   69


Response Rate:  0%


Dr. Wayne Smith
Our Antiquated and Self-Defeating Cuba Policy


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 68 2.9 2 8.8 6 7.4 5 17.6 12 63.2 43 4.29 85.88


#2 66 12.1 8 14.7 10 16.7 11 24.2 16 31.8 21 3.48 69.52


#3 68 10.3 7 16.2 11 29.4 20 22.1 15 22.1 15 3.29 65.88


#4 57 8.8 5 17.5 10 21.1 12 24.6 14 28.1 16 3.46 69.12


#5 68 29.4 20 20.6 14 14.7 10 14.7 10 20.6 14 2.76 55.29


Overall Numerical Rating: 3.46
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  3.45
Overall Percentage Rating: 69.1% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  69.04%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalS032212Roy PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 22 March, 2012


Attendance:  431
Survey Responses:   72
Response Rate:  16.7%


Ambassador Stapleton Roy
China


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 71 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 7.0 5 93.0 66 4.93 98.59


#2 70 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.4 1 11.4 8 87.1 61 4.86 97.14


#3 71 1.4 1 0.0 0 1.4 1 8.5 6 88.7 63 4.83 96.62


#4 67 1.5 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 4.5 3 94.0 63 4.90 97.91


#5 70 0.0 0 0.0 0 5.7 4 4.3 3 90.0 63 4.84 96.86


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.87
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.88
Overall Percentage Rating: 97.4% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  97.50%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 





		Sheet1






EvalV012412Scheuer PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice 24 January 2012


Attendance: 250
Survey Responses:  64
Response Rate: 25.6%


Dr. Michael Scheuer
What Price Intervention?


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 63 11.1 7 1.6 1 3.2 2 4.8 3 79.4 50 4.40 87.94


#2 61 4.9 3 1.6 1 9.8 6 16.4 10 67.2 41 4.39 87.85


#3 63 15.9 10 15.9 10 11.1 7 15.9 10 41.3 26 3.51 70.16


#4 55 5.5 3 3.6 2 9.1 5 29.1 16 52.7 29 4.20 84.00


#5 63 27.0 17 4.8 3 6.3 4 15.9 10 46.0 29 3.49 69.84


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.00
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  3.9
Overall Percentage Rating: 80.0% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  77.98%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalV013112Dominguez PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice 31 January 2012


Attendance: 219
Survey Responses:  34
Response Rate: 15.5%


Dr. Jorge Dominguez
The United States and Latin America


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 34 0.0 0 8.8 3 0.0 0 2.9 1 88.2 30 4.71 94.12


#2 34 5.9 2 5.9 2 5.9 2 17.6 6 64.7 22 4.29 85.88


#3 34 2.9 1 5.9 2 2.9 1 2.9 1 85.3 29 4.62 92.35


#4 33 6.1 2 3.0 1 0.0 0 6.1 2 84.8 28 4.61 92.12


#5 34 5.9 2 2.9 1 2.9 1 11.8 4 76.5 26 4.50 90.00


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.54
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.61
Overall Percentage Rating: 90.9% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  92.15%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalV020712Baker PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice 07 February 2012


Attendance: 292
Survey Responses:  42
Response Rate: 14.4%


Stewart Baker
Skating On Stilts: Technology and Terrorism


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 41 7.3 3 7.3 3 0.0 0 12.2 5 73.2 30 4.37 87.32


#2 42 9.5 4 4.9 2 4.8 2 16.7 7 64.3 27 4.22 84.33


#3 42 7.1 3 9.5 4 9.5 4 2.4 1 71.4 30 4.21 84.29


#4 35 5.7 2 8.6 3 8.6 3 11.4 4 65.7 23 4.23 84.57


#5 38 13.2 5 7.9 3 15.8 6 15.8 6 47.4 18 3.76 75.26


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.16
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.14
Overall Percentage Rating: 83.2% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  82.86%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalV022412Friedman PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice 24 Febuary 2012


Attendance:  261
Survey Responses:  56
Response Rate:  21.5%


Dr. Allan A. Friedman
Understanding Cybersecutiry Risks


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 56 1.8 1 0.0 2 10.7 6 7.0 5 75.0 42 4.37 87.39


#2 56 5.4 3 3.6 2 8.9 5 32.1 18 50.0 28 4.18 83.57


#3 56 5.4 3 5.4 3 7.1 4 33.9 19 48.2 27 4.14 82.86


#4 55 5.5 3 0.0 0 5.5 3 16.4 9 72.7 40 4.51 90.18


#5 55 12.7 7 5.5 3 1.8 1 21.8 12 58.2 32 4.07 81.45


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.25
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.27
Overall Percentage Rating: 85.1% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  85.47%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalV030612Pollack PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice 06 March 2012


Attendance:  340
Survey Responses:   41
Response Rate:  12.0%


Jonathan D. Pollack
China's Economic and Political Transformation


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 40 0.0 0 0.0 0 5.0 2 10.0 4 85.0 34 4.80 96.00


#2 39 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 17.9 7 82.1 32 4.82 96.41


#3 39 0.0 0 0.0 0 10.3 4 28.2 11 61.5 24 4.51 90.26


#4 38 0.0 0 0.0 0 5.3 2 18.4 7 76.3 29 4.71 94.21


#5 40 2.5 1 0.0 0 10.0 4 15.0 6 72.5 29 4.55 91.00


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.68
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.64
Overall Percentage Rating: 93.6% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  92.87%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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EvalV033012Jett PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice 30 March 2012


Attendance: 230
Survey Responses:  42
Response Rate: 18.3%


Ambassador Dennis Jett
Why Politics No Longer Stops at the Water's Edge and Why It Should


(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")
Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerical %


Question Responses % # % # % # % # % # Rating Rating


#1 42 0.0 0 7.1 3 7.1 3 14.3 6 71.4 30 4.50 90.00


#2 41 4.9 2 7.1 3 19.5 8 12.2 5 56.1 23 4.07 81.39


#3 41 4.9 2 7.3 3 9.8 4 17.1 7 61.0 25 4.22 84.39


#4 42 0.0 0 9.5 4 0.0 0 19.0 8 71.4 30 4.52 90.48


#5 42 4.8 2 9.5 4 4.8 2 19.0 8 61.9 26 4.24 84.76


Overall Numerical Rating: 4.31
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)


Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.37
Overall Percentage Rating: 86.2% Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  87.41%


Question 1:  The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 2:  The subject area should be addressed in a future series. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 3:  The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 4:  The speaker answered questions effectively. 1  2  3  4  5 
Question 5:  SILL should invite this speaker to return in the future. 1  2  3  4  5 
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