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	Date: 
Friday, November 9, 2018
	Time: 
4:15 PM
	Room: 
Asia 3, Lobby/Third Level (Dolphin, Walt Disney World Resort)



	Part 1: Learning Objectives
Please evaluate whether objectives were met. After this session, participants will be able to:

	***Rating Scale: 1 poor/strongly disagree -- 4 excellent/strongly agree***
	1
	2
	3
	4
	N/A

	Apply graphical presentations to present salary discrepancies among child welfare professions.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Present research advocacy data from various sources to affect changes and propose workforce retention strategies in child welfare.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Use research to involve multiple professionals to provide workforce data for legislative decision-making use.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Part 2: Session Content

	***Rating Scale: 1 poor/strongly disagree -- 4 excellent/strongly agree***
	1
	2
	3
	4
	N/A

	1. The session content was appropriate to my education, experience and/or licensure level.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. The session content was relevant to my practice.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3. The session content was current.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4. The session content was presented effectively.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	5. Handouts and/or teaching aids (if they were available) enhanced the session content.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Part 3: Presenters

	***Rating Scale: 1 poor/strongly disagree -- 4 excellent/strongly agree***
	1
	2
	3
	4
	N/A

	1. The presenter/s were knowledgeable about the session content.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. The presenter/s' presentation was clear and effective.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3. The presenter/s were responsive to participants.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4. The presenter/s used technology effectively (if applicable).
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	Part 4: CE Administration

	***Rating Scale: 1 poor/strongly disagree -- 4 excellent/strongly agree***
	1
	2
	3
	4
	N/A

	1. Questions or concerns were addressed effectively and in a timely manner.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	2. The location was suitable to the presentation.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	3. The facilities were conducive to learning.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 

	4. The instructions for requesting accommodations for a disability were clear.
	 
	 
	 
	 
	 


Signature:
Please submit any additional comments on the reverse side of this form.

