
EvalV011819Bruce PROGRAM EVALUATION
 Venice, Jan 18, 2019

Attendance: 349
Survey Responses: 133
Response Rate: 38.1%

Russian Covert Intervention in the 2016 U.S. Election and the Role of Intelligence in American Democracy
James Bruce

(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

#1 133 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 2 3.8 5 94.7 126 4.89 97.74

#2 132 3.8 5 2.3 3 0.0 5 13.6 18 80.3 106 4.64 92.87

#3 133 0.8 1 3.0 4 0.0 7 13.5 18 77.4 103 4.48 89.62

#4 126 5.6 7 3.2 4 0.0 5 11.9 15 75.4 95 4.37 87.30

#5 129 4.7 6 3.1 4 0.0 6 14.0 18 73.6 95 4.35 86.98

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.55 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.52
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 90.41%

Overall Percentage Rating: 90.9% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.40
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 88.0%

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.



EvalS012219Ziblatt PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, 22 Jan 2019

Survey Responses: 101
Response Rate: 18.6%

Attendance: 542

How Democracies Die:  Global Development

Daniel Ziblatt

(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

#1 101 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 13.9 14 79.2 80 4.51 90.30

#2 97 3.1 3 4.0 4 0.0 14 13.4 13 64.9 63 3.89 77.87

#3 100 2.0 2 8.0 8 0.0 21 24.0 24 45.0 45 3.39 67.80

#4 84 1.2 1 1.2 1 0.0 6 28.6 24 61.9 52 4.27 85.48

#5 94 4.3 4 8.5 8 0.0 9 22.3 21 55.3 52 3.87 77.45

Overall Numerical Rating: 3.99 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.00
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 80.25%

Overall Percentage Rating: 79.8% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  3.84
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 76.9%

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.



EvalV012919Koppell PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice, 29 Jan 2019

Survey Responses: 93
Response Rate: 41.9%

Attendance: 222

A Seat at the Table:  Gender, Power, & Global Security

Carla Koppell

(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 93 1.1 1 1.1 1 0.0 2 6.5 6 89.2 83 4.75 95.05

#2 93 2.2 2 4.3 4 0.0 6 17.2 16 69.9 65 4.29 85.81

#3 93 1.1 1 0.0 0 0.0 3 11.8 11 83.9 78 4.68 93.55

#4 93 1.1 1 2.2 2 0.0 4 7.5 7 84.9 79 4.60 92.04

#5 90 1.1 1 0.0 0 0.0 7 13.3 12 77.8 70 4.43 88.67

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.55 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.61
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 92.32%

Overall Percentage Rating: 91.0% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.57
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 91.42%

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.



EvalLWR020719Suri PROGRAM EVALUATION
Lakewood Ranch, 07 Feb 2019

Survey Responses: 87
Response Rate: 35.5%

Attendance: 245

The Impossible Presidency:  The Rise and Fall of America's Highest Office

Dr. Jeremi Suri

(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 87 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.0 87 5.00 100.00

#2 85 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 5.9 5 90.6 77 4.76 95.29

#3 87 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.0 87 5.00 100.00

#4 84 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 3.6 3 96.4 81 4.96 99.29

#5 87 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 100.0 87 5.00 100.00

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.95 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.99
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 99.82%

Overall Percentage Rating: 98.9% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.99
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 99.80%

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.



EvalS021319Grossman PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, 13 Feb 2019

Survey Responses: 91
Response Rate: 37.1%

Attendance: 245

How Wars End:  Resolving Conflicts Through Diplomacy

Ambassador Marc Grossman

(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 91 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 8.8 8 91.2 83 4.91 98.24

#2 91 1.1 1 1.1 1 0.0 14 19.8 18 62.6 57 3.96 79.12

#3 91 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 12.1 11 84.6 77 4.71 94.29

#4 86 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 7.0 6 93.0 80 4.93 98.60

#5 90 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.0 0 13.3 12 84.4 76 4.76 95.11

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.65 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.83
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 96.56%

Overall Percentage Rating: 93.1% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.80
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 96.00%

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.



EvalS021919Troen PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, 19 Feb 2019

Survey Responses: 146
Response Rate: 30.2%

Attendance: 484

Memory Matters in the Aging Brain

Dr. Aron Troen

(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

#1 146 0.0 0 2.7 4 0.0 9 11.6 17 79.5 116 4.49 89.86

#2 142 4.9 7 5.5 8 0.0 10 12.0 17 70.4 100 4.16 83.18

#3 141 0.0 0 3.5 5 0.0 15 23.4 33 62.4 88 4.13 82.55

#4 127 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 13.4 17 78.7 100 4.47 89.45

#5 137 5.8 8 0.7 1 0.0 11 12.4 17 73.0 100 4.22 84.38

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.29 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 4.33
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 86.56%

Overall Percentage Rating: 85.9% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.27
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only: 85.46%

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.



EvalV030519Conley PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice, March 5, 2019

Survey Responses: 72
Response Rate:

Attendance:

The Kremlin Playbook and the Future of the Interntional System

Heather Conley

(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 72 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 9.7 7 90.3 65 4.90 98.06

#2 67 1.5 1 2.8 2 0.0 2 20.9 14 79.1 53 4.86 97.23

#3 72 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 8.3 6 90.3 65 4.85 96.94

#4 68 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 8.8 6 89.7 61 4.84 96.76

#5 71 0.0 0 1.4 1 0.0 2 12.7 9 83.1 59 4.69 93.80

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.83 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.82
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  96.39%

Overall Percentage Rating: 96.6% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.79
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  95.83%

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.



EvalS030719Ayres PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, March 7, 2019

Survey Responses: 119
Response Rate:

Attendance:

India:  Rise on the World Stage

Dr. Alyssa Ayres

(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

#1 118 0.0 0 3.4 4 0.0 11 22.9 27 64.4 76 4.20 84.07

#2 115 5.2 6 8.5 10 0.0 32 21.7 25 36.5 42 2.92 58.35

#3 117 3.4 4 8.5 10 0.0 17 24.8 29 48.7 57 3.63 72.65

#4 105 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 14.3 15 77.1 81 4.43 88.57

#5 113 8.8 10 8.0 9 0.0 14 21.2 24 49.6 56 3.58 71.50

Overall Numerical Rating: 3.75 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  3.96
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  79.20%

Overall Percentage Rating: 75.0% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  3.88
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  77.57%

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.



EvalV031519Hermann PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice, March 15, 2019

Survey Responses: 69
Response Rate:

Attendance:

Understanding World Leaders

Dr. Margaret Hermann

(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 69 0.0 0 1.4 1 7.2 5 20.3 14 71.0 49 4.61 92.17

#2 69 5.8 4 8.7 6 11.6 8 17.4 12 56.5 39 4.10 82.03

#3 69 1.4 1 5.8 4 8.7 6 17.4 12 66.7 46 4.42 88.41

#4 65 0.0 0 3.1 2 9.2 6 15.4 10 72.3 47 4.57 91.38

#5 68 7.4 5 8.8 6 7.4 5 13.2 9 63.2 43 4.16 83.24

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.37 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.44
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  88.80%

Overall Percentage Rating: 87.4% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.38
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  87.68%

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.



EvalV031919Wayne PROGRAM EVALUATION
Venice, March 19, 2019

Survey Responses: 104
Response Rate:

Attendance:

Building Partnership With Mexico

Ambassador Anthony Wayne

(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 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 10.6 11 89.4 93 4.89 97.88

#2 102 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 19.6 20 74.5 76 4.51 90.20

#3 102 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 10.8 11 85.3 87 4.70 93.92

#4 101 0.0 0 1.0 1 0.0 0 7.9 8 91.1 92 4.89 97.82

#5 103 0.0 0 1.0 1 0.0 3 11.7 12 84.5 87 4.71 94.17

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.74 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.80
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  95.95%

Overall Percentage Rating: 94.8% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.77
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  95.30%

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.



.



EvalLWR032119Jones PROGRAM EVALUATION
Lakewood Ranch, 21 March, 2019

Survey Responses: 93
Response Rate:

Attendance:

The End of White Christian America

Dr. Robert Jones

(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 93 1.1 1 0.0 0 0.0 1 10.8 10 87.1 81 4.80 95.91

#2 93 4.3 4 7.5 7 0.0 25 7.5 7 53.8 50 3.18 63.66

#3 93 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.8 11 87.1 81 4.83 96.56

#4 87 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 11.5 10 87.4 76 4.83 96.55

#5 92 1.1 1 3.3 3 0.0 11 14.1 13 69.6 64 4.12 82.39

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.35 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.64
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  92.85%

Overall Percentage Rating: 87.0% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.59
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  91.83%

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.



EvalS032819Hicks PROGRAM EVALUATION
Sarasota, March 28, 2019

Survey Responses: 76
Response Rate:

Attendance:

The U.S. Role in the World: Domestic Debates and International Context

Dr. Katherine Hicks

(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 76 0.0 0 1.3 1 0.0 2 19.7 15 76.3 58 4.63 92.63

#2 74 1.4 1 1.3 1 0.0 11 21.6 16 60.8 45 3.95 78.90

#3 74 4.1 3 4.1 3 0.0 10 24.3 18 54.1 40 3.80 75.95

#4 67 4.5 3 1.5 1 0.0 7 22.4 15 61.2 41 4.03 80.60

#5 74 4.1 3 9.5 7 0.0 11 17.6 13 54.1 40 3.64 72.70

Overall Numerical Rating: 4.01 Numerical Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  4.02
(Average of all five "numerical/percentage ratings" in last columns)Percentage Rating: Q1+Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  80.47%

Overall Percentage Rating: 80.2% Numerical Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  3.82
Percentage Rating: Q3+Q4+Q5 Only:  76.42%

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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