Eval010918Inglis PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice, 09 January 2018

Attendance: 256
Survey Responses: 79
Response Rate: 30.9%

Delivering on the Constitution's Aspirations - Aligning Security and Privacy
Prof. Chris Inglis

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numeric %

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

#1 79 3.8 3 1.3 1 51 4 12.7 10 77.2 61 4.58 91.65

#2 73 4.1 3 3.8 3 13.7 10 23.3 17 54.8 40 4.20 83.98

#3 78 2.6 2 7.7 6 7.7 6 20.5 16 61.5 48 4.31 86.15

#4 77 1.3 1 6.5 5 3.9 3 20.8 16 67.5 52 4.47 89.35

#5 72 4.2 3 4.2 3 1.1 8 13.9 10 66.7 48 4.35 86.94
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.38 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.43

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 88.52%
Overall Percentage Rating: 87.6% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.38

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 87.48%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.

Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.

Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.
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EvalS011118Gallucci PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 11 January, 2018

Attendance: 337
Survey Responses: 122
Response Rate: 36.2%

Providing for National Security in the Second Nuclear Age
Dr. Robert Gallucci

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Numeric

Rating
4.93
4.67
4.53
4.73

4.65

4.7

4.64

Total 1 2 3 4 5

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

#1 122 0.0 0 0.8 1 0.8 1 25 3 95.9 117

#2 120 0.8 1 0.8 1 5.0 6 16.7 20 76.7 92

#3 122 0.8 1 3.3 4 6.6 8 20.5 25 68.9 84

#4 113 0.0 0 0.9 1 5.3 6 13.3 15 80.5 91

#5 119 1.7 2 0.8 1 5.9 7 143 17 77.3 92
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.70 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:
(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:
Overall Percentage Rating: 94.1% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:
Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.
Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.
Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.
Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.
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%
Rating

98.69
93.49
90.66
94.69

92.94

94.2%

92.8%



EvalLWR011818Greenfield PROGRAM EVALUATION
Lakewood Ranch, 18 January, 2018

Attendance: 194
Survey Responses: 82
Response Rate: 42.2%

Africa's Challenges and Opportunities and Why Should the United States Care?
Amb. Linda Thomas-Greenfield

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numeric %

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

#1 81 0.0 0 0.0 0 7.4 6 12.3 10 81.5 66 4.79 95.80

#2 81 1.2 1 8.6 7 3.7 3 18.5 15 67.9 55 4.43 88.64

#3 82 0.0 0 24 2 7.3 6 14.6 12 75.6 62 4.63 92.68

#4 82 0.0 0 1.2 1 7.3 6 9.8 8 81.7 67 4.72 94.39

#5 82 1.2 1 7.3 6 122 10 8.5 7 70.7 58 4.40 88.05
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.60 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.64

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 92.73%
Overall Percentage Rating: 91.9% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.58

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 91.71%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.

Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.

Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.
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EvalS012418Hoffman PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota 24 January, 2018

Attendance: 345
Survey Responses: 143
Response Rate: 41.4%

Intelligent Transportation Systems Redefined
Sasha Hoffman

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numeric %

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

#1 143 0.0 0 0.0 0 2.8 4 21.7 31 75.5 108 4.73 94.55

#2 138 6.5 9 7.0 10 203 28 23.2 32 42.8 59 3.88 77.58

#3 142 0.0 0 21 3 99 14 24.6 35 63.4 90 4.49 89.86

#4 127 0.0 0 31 4 3.9 5 26.8 34 66.1 84 4.56 91.18

#5 132 6.1 8 5.3 7 174 23 22.7 30 48.5 64 4.02 80.45
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.34 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.45

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 89.0%
Overall Percentage Rating: 86.7% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.36

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 87.2%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.

Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.

Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.
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EvalV030218Bensinger

Total
Question Responses

#1 74
#2 73
#3 73
#4 71
#5 74

Overall Numerical Rating:

%
1.4
1.4
0.0
1.4

2.7

The Heroin/Opiod Epidemic and Prescription Drug Abuse

1

#

1

%
0.0
4.1
4.1
1.4

2.7

431

2

#

0

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column)

Overall Percentage Rating:

86.2%

PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice, 02 March 2018

Attendance:
Survey Responses: 74
Response Rate:

Peter Bensinger
(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

%
0.0
0.0
0.0
0.0

0.0

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.

Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.

Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.
Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years

4
id % id
0 6.8 5
15 15.1 11
3 9.6 7
3 14.1 10
11 17.6 13

%
91.9
58.9
82.2
78.9

62.2

5

#
68
43
60
56

46

Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:
Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:

Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:

12345

123
123
123
123

A A BAD
[S20N62RN6 INE) ]

Numerica %

Rating Rating
4.88 97.57
3.64 72.85
458 91.51
455 90.99
3.89 77.84
4.48

89.5%
4.34

86.8%



EvalS030618Loehr PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, 06 March 2018

Attendance:
Survey Responses:
Response Rate:

Green Card Stories
Prof. Stephen Yale-Loehr

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numeric %

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

#1 174 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.1 2 10.3 18 88.5 154 4.87 97.47

#2 172 1.7 3 1.1 2 105 18 12.2 21 74.4 128 4.56 91.27

#3 173 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.2 2 5.2 9 93.6 162 4,92 98.50

#4 163 0.0 0 0.6 1 25 4 1.8 3 95.1 155 491 98.28

#5 172 1.2 2 1.7 3 58 10 12.2 21 79.1 136 4.66 93.26
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.79 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.84

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 96.9%
Overall Percentage Rating: 95.8% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.83

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 96.7%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 12345
Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's serie:1 2 3
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 123
Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively. 123

123

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two ye:
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EvalS031518Ross PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, 15 March 2018

Attendance: 422
Survey Responses: 78
Response Rate: 18.5%

Climate Change and Stability in the Mid East and North Africa: Getting Hotter?
Amb. Dennis Ross

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numeric %

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

#1 78 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.0 78 5.00 100.00

#2 78 0.0 0 0.0 0 3.8 3 3.8 3 92.3 72 4.88 97.69

#3 78 1.3 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 51 4 93.6 73 4.90 97.95

#4 77 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.3 1 3.9 3 94.8 73 4.94 98.70

#5 78 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.3 1 3.8 3 94.9 74 4.94 98.72
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.93 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.94

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 98.80%
Overall Percentage Rating: 98.6% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.92

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 97.5%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.

Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.

Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.
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EvalV031318Pandith PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice, 13 March 2018

Attendance:
Survey Responses: 64
Response Rate:

How We Win
Farah Pandith

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numeric %

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

#1 64 0.0 0 1.6 1 1.6 1 15.6 10 81.3 52 4.77 95.31

#2 61 0.0 0 9.4 6 3.3 2 24.6 15 62.3 38 4.38 87.68

#3 64 1.6 1 3.1 2 6.3 4 9.4 6 79.7 51 4.63 92.50

#4 63 3.2 2 1.6 1 0.0 0 19.0 12 76.2 48 4.63 92.70

#5 63 4.8 3 1.6 1 3.2 2 20.6 13 69.8 44 4.49 89.84
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.58 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.63

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 92.6%
Overall Percentage Rating: 91.6% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 458

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 91.7%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.

Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.

Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.
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EvalS032018Spaulding

Total
Question Responses
#1 61
#2 61
#3 61
#4 59
#5 61

PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, 20 March 2018

Attendance: ?
Survey Responses: 61
Response Rate: ?

Cybersecurity
Suzanne Spaulding

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

%
0.0
1.6
1.6
3.4

1.6

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

1
# %

0 0.0

1 0.0

1 0.0

2 0.0

1 1.6
4,73

Overall Percentage Rating: 94.6%

Question 1:
Question 2:
Question 3:
Question 4:
Question 5:

The subject matter was relevant and of interest.
The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.
The speaker answered guestions effectively.

SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.

2

#

0

%
0.0
0.0
3.3
0.0

6.6

3 4 5
0 49 3 95.1 58
98 4 6 82.0 50
2 8.2 5 86.9 53
0 15.3 9 81.4 48
4 6.6 4 83.6 51

Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:

Numeric

%

Rating Rating

4.95

451

4.79

4.71

4.69

4.78

Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:

Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:
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4.73

99.02

90.16

95.74

94.24

93.77

95.69%

94.6%



EvalS032118Yarymovch PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, 21 March 2018

Attendance: 351
Survey Responses: 64
Response Rate: 18.2%

Destination Mars
Michael Yarymovych

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numeric, %

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

#1 64 0.0 0 6.3 4 10.9 7 29.7 19 53.1 34 4.30 85.94

#2 63 14.3 9 12.5 8 39.7 25 20.6 13 12.7 8 3.04 60.87

#3 63 0.0 0 7.9 5 333 21 30.2 19 28.6 18 3.79 75.87

#4 58 1.7 1 1.7 1 155 9 34.5 20 46.6 27 4.22 84.48

#5 63 11.1 7 254 16 254 16 20.6 13 175 11 3.08 61.59
Overall Numerical Rating: 3.69 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 3.85

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 77.0%
Overall Percentage Rating: 73.8% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 3.70

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 74.0%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest. 12345
Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's serie:1 2 3
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively. 123
Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively. 123

123

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two ye:
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EvalLWR032218Benjamin PROGRAM EVALUATION
Lakewood Ranch, March 22, 2018

Attendance: 165
Survey Responses: 52
Response Rate: 31.5%

American Strategy in a Time of Terrorism
Amb. Daniel Benjamin

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numeric %

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

#1 52 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.9 1 17.3 9 80.8 42 4.79 95.77

#2 52 0.0 0 0.0 0 212 11 11.5 6 67.3 35 4.46 89.23

#3 52 1.9 1 1.9 1 11.5 6 36.5 19 48.1 25 4.27 85.38

#4 46 2.2 1 2.2 1 6.5 3 19.6 9 69.6 32 4.52 90.43

#5 51 3.9 2 3.9 2 15.7 8 17.6 9 58.8 30 4.24 84.71
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.46 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.46

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 89.1%
Overall Percentage Rating: 89.1% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.34

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 86.8%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.

Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.

Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.
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EvalS032718Wainio PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, 27 Mar 2018

Attendance: 351
Survey Responses: 99
Response Rate: 28.2%

Global Trade, Containerization & the Panama Canal
Richard Wainio

(Ratings are on 5-point scale where 1 is "strongly disagree" and 5 is "strongly agree.")

Total 1 2 3 4 5 Numerica %

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

#1 99 0.0 0 00 O 20 2 23.2 23 74.7 74 4.73 94.55

#2 98 7.1 7 61 6 143 14 26.5 26 45.9 45 3.98 79.57

#3 99 0.0 0 00 O 1.0 1 12.1 12 86.9 86 4.86 97.17

#4 90 0.0 0 00 O 22 2 15.6 14 82.2 74 4.80 96.00

#5 98 1.0 1 41 4 92 9 27.6 27 58.2 57 4.38 87.55
Overall Numerical Rating: 4.55 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.69

(Average of all five "numerical ratings" in last column) Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 93.8%
Overall Percentage Rating: 91.0% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.68

Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 93.6%

Question 1: The subject matter was relevant and of interest.

Question 2: The subject area should be addressed in next year's series.
Question 3: The speaker conveyed his/her message effectively.

Question 4: The speaker answered questions effectively.

Question 5: SILL should invite this speaker to return in the next two years.
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