
  EEVVAALLUUAATTIIOONN  FFOORRMM    
11th CARL Conference 

April 20-23, 2006 
Asilomar, CA 

 
       Thank you for your time and help! Filling out this evaluation will help us improve future conferences.  

 
           To fill out this evaluation at a later time please go to: http://www.lib.berkeley.edu/%7Eieyman/asilomar2006/evaluation.pdf 
     Return to: Sandra Vella ▪ Library Instruction Services ▪ University of California ▪ 100 North West Quad ▪ Davis CA 95616 

 
1. Your affiliation: 

□ Private/Independent  □ UC  □ CSU  □ Student  
      □ Community College  □ Vendor □ Other …………………… 

 
2. Why did you attend this conference? Choose all that apply: 

□ Speaker or presenter            □ Chair of committee, interest group, etc.    
□ Networking   □ Other………………………………………...  

    
3. Rate the Pre-Conference Programs you attended: 

 
     5 = excellent         4 = good         3 = average         2= fair         1 = poor         NA = not applicable  
 

                         Session Title Overall Quality  Clarity Relevance to you 
Documenting Fair Use Arguments on Campus 
 

   
Teaching Information Competency: Building a Rainbow  
Tower 

   

Creative Strategies for Learning & Leading: Learning  
Commons-Purposes, Relationships & Outcomes 

   
Mission-Centric: Using Program Review to Illustrate the  
Library’s Role in the University 

   
Weeding in the Electronic Age: Collection Development & 
the Selection & Deselection of Electronic Databases 

   
Beyond Usage Statistics: WASC & Library Contributions  
to Educational Effectiveness & Student Learning 

   
Outside the Box Outreach 
 

   
  
Comments (please note sessions if your comments are specific): 

 
4. Rate the Plenary Presentations you attended: 

 
     5 = excellent         4 = good         3 = average        2= fair         1 = poor         NA = not applicable 
 

                       Speaker(s) Overall Quality  Clarity Relevance to you 
Ruth Kifer (Friday) 
 

   
Clifford Lynch (Saturday) 
 

   
Clara M. Chu, Yolanda Retter Vargas, Christine Sleeter,  
Salvador Güereña (Sunday) 

   
  
Comments (please note speakers if your comments are specific): 

 
5. Rate the Breakout Sessions you attended: 

 
     5 = excellent         4 = good         3 = average         2= fair         1 = poor         NA = not applicable 
 

                         Session Title Overall Quality  Clarity Relevance to you 
Instructional Design: Where Does the Librarian Fit In?  

 
  

Integrating Information Literacy into Blackboard Courses: 
Building Librarian & Faculty Partnerships for Student  
Success 

   

Using Voice/Video Over-the-Internet Technology to Bring 
Library Instruction to Remote & Online Students 

   
Developing & Assessing a Freshman Library Program:  
The MUSE Experience 

   
A Unique Partnership for Assessing Students. Information
& Communication Technology (ICT) Proficiencies: The  
National Information & Communication Technology  
Assessment Initiative 

   

Myspace is Yourspace: Virtual Social Networks & Library 
Outreach 

   
All Information on a Need-to-Know Basis: Teaching  
Today’s Undergraduates 

   
  
Comments (please note sessions if your comments are specific): 

 
 OVER  

   



 
6. Rate the Poster Sessions and Contributed Papers you attended:  

 
     5 = excellent         4 = good         3 = average         2= fair         1 = poor       NA = not applicable 
 

                        Session Title Overall Quality  Clarity Relevance to you 
Poster Sessions 
 

   
Assessment of Information Literacy (Contributed Paper)  

 
  

Trolling the Net: Unconventional Bibliographic Research  
Modalities (Contributed Paper) 

   
  
Comments (please note sessions/papers if your comments are specific): 

 
 

7. Rate the Conference Costs and Accommodations: 
 
      5 = excellent         4 = good         3 = average         2= fair         1 = poor         NA = not applicable 

 
                 Criteria Cost Rating Quality Rating 
Conference Registration   
Conference Sleeping Quarters   
Conference Meeting Rooms   
Conference Meals   
Overall Conference Facility   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Comments: 

   
 

8. Rate the Conference Website: 
 
      5 = excellent         4 = good         3 = average         2= fair         1 = poor         NA = not applicable 

 
                      Criteria         Rating 
Conference Program Information  
Lodging Information  
Travel & Sights Information  
Online Registration  
Website Clarity & Ease of Use  
Conference Blog  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Comments: 

   
 
9. Tour Evaluation: 

 
     5 = excellent         4 = good        3 = average          2 = fair         1 = poor         NA = not applicable 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Tours Cost Rating Quality Rating 
Wine Tasting at Chateau Julien   
Tor House   
Carmel-by-the-Sea Walks   
Monterey Bay Aquarium   

Comments, suggestions or future tour ideas: 

 
 

10. What was most beneficial about the conference? What needed improvement? 
 
 
 
 

11. Please suggest topics, speakers or locations for future conferences: 
 
 
  
 

Additional suggestions or comments:      

   


