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Primary Role at Skyline College (n=18)

IEC member
22.22% (4) CPR program representative

27.78% (5)

Audience (online)
1M111% (2)

Audience (in- person)
38.89% (7)
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Value of CPR Share Outs (n= 18)

Mot so valuable
5.56% (1)

Somewhat valuable
11.11% (2)

Extremely valuable
50.00% (9)

Very valuable
33.33% (6)
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Open Ended Responses: What Worked Well

* Very informative about what programs are doing and their challenges,
including what they’re doing to resolve them

* Format

“I appreciate this format as the poster presentations allow for Q&A of programs
and for audience to view at their own pace. | learned a lot during the panel
discussions - much of what | would not be able to learn about our programs and
departments otherwise. This made for great discussions.”
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Open Ended Responses: Room for Improvement

* Format — desire for it to be more conversational

- “It is hard when not every program answers the same question. It also
seemed to be less a conversation and more disjointed.”

- “Panel format is too rigid. People's answers felt forced and not very authentic.
wish it were more conversational.”

* Informative but unclear how to help the programs with their goals
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Share Outs Breakout Room Discussion Qs

* How can we spark more dialogue between program representatives,

making it more conversational?
* How can we increase attendance at the CPR Share Quts?

* What are your general impressions of what worked or can be

improved?
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