19 participants, 17 respondents

1. What is your workplace?

	
	Response Count

	Answered question
	17

	Skipped question
	0


 1.
King's College London

 2.
ILO/RNID library


 3.
Chase Healthcare Information Centre


 4.
St Ann's Hospital


 5.
Camden PCT


 6.
Newcomb Library, Homerton University Hospital NHS Foundation Trust


 7.
Hospital


 8.
Moorfields Eye Hospital Library


 9.
North Middlesex Hospital


 10.
Tower Hamlets PCT


 11.
Health 1st


 12.
UCL Institute of Neurology / UCLH National Hospital for Neurology & Neurosurgery

 13.
Croydon PCT


 14.
Royal College of Surgeons


 15.
Kingston Hospital


 16.
Waltham Forest Healthcare Library


 17.
Royal college of Surgeons of England


2. What was the most useful thing that you learnt from today's session?

	
	Response Count

	Answered question
	16

	Skipped question
	1


 1.
that CINAHL doesn't work as well as the other databases!

 2.
the various bugs in 2.0 i.e. what NOT to do...

 3.
"Fuzzy" searches Keeping the search simple

 4.
Fuzzy mapping

 5.
That Search 2.0 is still under development and there are lots of bugs that need sorting out but it has the potential to be a very good resource.

 6.
To beware! Search 2 will be wonderful eventually! Also useful to be shown the navigation of the webpages

 7.
Update on what is working

 8.
fuzzy searching Keep it simple

 9.
Methods of limiting.

 10.
Don't trust it yet!

 11.
useful examples to test and space to play with Search 2.0 - fuzzy mapping

 12.
good grounding on Search 2.0 and how to search advanced, thesaurus etc . Fair understanding of the developmental aspects

 13.
Good overview of how Search 2.0 works in principle.

 14.
Discussions of concerns

 15.
that I am not alone

 16.
A good all round introduction to Search 2 and its bugs.

3. Did today's session meet your needs? Please use the textbox below to elaborate on your answer.

	Yes (Please elaborate)
	86.7%
	13 respondents 

	No (Please state what you feel should have been covered)
	13.3%
	2 respondents

	Please elaborate:



	12 respondents

	


answered question
	15 respondents

	skipped question
	2 respondents


 1.
it was very helpful to have tested out a range of functions in a range of databases, as only then do you realise what bugs remain.

 2.
Well, yes & no. It was useful as the trainers were positive but realistic, & seemed quite familiar with the system...

 3.
Gave opportunity to test out different searches and get feedback on why something might be going wrong

 4.
More on the mechanics of 'Exporting' references - perhaps some 'short cut' tips

 5.
Yes, I felt the session covered as much as it could under the circumstances.

 6.
I now feel more confident in using Search 2 and am aware of its good and bad points!

 7.
The search 2.0 is not fully developed. There are so many features that need to be improved.

 8.
In part. Initial searching strategy should have been simple, then more advanced etc. learnt a lot from people sitting beside me.

 9.
It will give me good grounding for undertaking my own searches and through that practice develop a training course for our users.

 10.
Search tips, e.g. adj words are not a phrase

 11.
useful to set time aside to look at this in detail

 12.
It was a good introduction to something I have not used as yet.

4. How will this learning experience help you change your practice? Please give one example.

	
	Response Count

	Answered question
	16

	Skipped question
	1


 1.
I will be more cautious about training using CINAHL at the moment.

 2.
I have not yet had any practice to put this into practice so I cannot really say. I will have to have a good go before I can feel REALLY confident about teaching anyone fully the new system PROPERLY.

 3.
More confident in using just title search.

 4.
Especially fuzzy mapping to cut down on over elaborate searching while training

 5.
I'll feel more confident using Search 2.0 and better able to help users. I'm also more aware of the current limitations and situations in which Dialog might be more appropriate.

 6.
Will be able to point out to users the faults and good points

 7.
I will be more inclined to keep things simple

 8.
Waiting for a user worksheet. I will use explode more.

 9.
I will persevere with Search 2.0 even when it's acting up, and not return to Dialog through frustration as, after all, it won't be there soon.

 10.
Not yet

 11.
think about using title search first and expand only if necessary

 12.
I know now how I can pass training on the database on to my users and can start planning training sessions

 13.
Will try to use Search 2.0 for our searches in future (instead of or complementing searches performed in OVID through RCS)

 14.
Am more aware of the bugs of search 2

 15.
to recognise that this is still a work in progress

 16.
It will encourage me to test the search 2 resource.

5. On a scale of 1 (poor) to 5 (excellent), how would you rate today's hands-on activities?

	
	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	Response
Count

	Activity 1
	0.0% (0)
	8.3% (1)
	25.0% (3)
	50.0% (6)
	16.7% (2)
	12

	Activity 2
	0.0% (0)
	0.0% (0)
	55.6% (5)
	33.3% (3)
	11.1% (1)
	9

	Please elaborate:
	10

	answered question
	17

	skipped question
	0


 1.
as I mentioned above it was great to have some examples to thoroughly test a range of functions.

 2.
Could be more structured

 3.
computer glitch prevented me using hands on - ask trainers to automatically help trainee to re-boot and log-in again if computer errors occur

 4.
The activities were good - unfortunately I lost access to NLH so couldn't practice as much as I would have liked.

 5.
Sufficient time given to explore Search 2

 6.
the morning activities did not follow the programme. Reinhard went off on lots of tangents.

 7.
Wouldn't let me give four for both.

 8.
Very flexible.

 9.
shame the system crashed - no-one's fault!

 10.
Can't rate activity 2, had no access to advanced search at that point in time.

6. What improvements could be made to today's session?

	
	Response Count

	Answered question
	9

	Skipped question
	8


 1.
nothing within the control of the trainers - it was a great session! however, a central list from NLH with an uptodate listing of bugs/functions which aren't developed would be very helpful to test against/for our information.

 2.
As searching is not a group activity (everyone does it in their own way) maybe a full day would have been useful with the afternoon left to searching examples?

 3.
Activities could have been a little more structured.

 4.
fewer search examples but more focussed searches

 5.
NLH website not functioning for some people

 6.
We had problems accessing the website

 7.
More focused. Clearer programme.

 8.
Would have been helpful if the computers at the back hadn't refused to work during activity 2, but that’s no-one's fault.

 9.
see point 5

7. Please add any other comments you wish to make:

	
	Response Count

	Answered question
	10

	Skipped question
	7


 1.
thanks so much for organising and delivering this - it's invaluable support!

 2.
Why Oh Why Oh Why could we not wait to launch this 2.0 until it was working WELL& trainers familiar with it - or until mid May before the Dialog switch off...?????

 3.
Training is hampered because of number of bugs still to be sorted - each trainee has their own particular 'bugbear', so only a few can be satisfied!

 4.
A useful session - thanks.

 5.
Will Reinhards Writers cramp example handout be available for us?

 6.
If I start to train users it will confuse them because the search 2.0 is not fully developed. In addition to that the users need to come to the trainer to learn the new features. They do not have much time.

 7.
Useful to hear other librarians comments.

 8.
Thanks!

 9.
good interactive sessions

 10.
Very honest tutors.

