
A. Publicity
B. Organization
C. Registration
D. Sess. Topics
E. Keynote
F. Bullpen
G. Vendors
H. Facilities
I. Food
J. Fee
K. Attend again
1. ABACUSxp
2. Stand. Rpts.
3. Basic Apps.
4. CDE Report.
5. CSUG
6. Daily Attend.
7. Period Attend
8. Dist. Int.
9. Export-Basic
10. Export-Adv.
11. Grade-Basic
12. Grade-Adv.
13. Implement.
14. IGPro-Elem
15. IGPro-Sec
16. IGPro-Disks
17. NYRoll-Cent
18. NYRoll-Local
19. ParenCON
20. Query-Basic
21. Query-Adv.
22. Secur-Basic
23. Secur-Adv.
24. Sched-Bas
25. Sched-Adv.
26. Sys. Setup
27. Tips-Elem.
28. Tips-Sec.
29. Troub-Basic
30. Troub-Adv.

SASI Security--Advanced
Scheduling--Basic

Troubleshooting SASIxp--Basic
Troubleshooting SASIxp--Advanced

Scheduling--Advanced
System Setup
Techniques and Tips--Elementary
Techniques and Tips--Secondary

ParentCONNECTxp
Query--Basic
Query--Advanced
SASI Security--Basic

Integrade Pro/CLASSROOMxp--Secondary
Integrade Pro--Writing Teacher Disks
New Year Rollover--Central Office
New Year Rollover--Local School

Grading and Transcripts--Basic
Grading and Transcripts--Advanced
Implementation Issues
Integrade Pro/CLASSROOMxp--Elementary

Period Attendance/Discipline
District Integration
Exporting Data from SASI to Other Applications--Basic
Exporting Data from SASI to Other Applications--Advanced

Available Standard SASI Reports
Basic SASI Applications

Colorado SASI Users Group--Information & Open Forum
Daily Attendance/Discipline

Conference meals and snacks were satisfying.
The registration fee for the conference was reasonable.
I would attend another Colorado SASI Users Group Conference.
ABACUSxp

Key to Abbreviations in Conference Evaluation Summary
The conference was well publicized.
The conference was well organized.

CDE State Reporting

Conference registration went well.
Conference session topics were timely and useful.
The keynote presentation was of value.
Hands-on experience with support in the "bullpen" was useful.
Access to vendors in the booths was useful.
Conference facilities were comfortable and well organized.
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A. Publicity 196 39 140 17 0 20% 71% 9% 0%

B. Organization 217 105 109 3 0 48% 50% 1% 0%

C. Registration 218 117 99 2 0 54% 45% 1% 0%

D. Sess. Topics 213 59 140 13 1 28% 66% 6% 0%

E. Keynote 200 11 86 72 31 6% 43% 36% 16%

F. Bullpen 147 31 97 18 1 21% 66% 12% 1%

G. Vendors 147 15 93 38 1 10% 63% 26% 1%

H. Facilities 215 91 107 16 1 42% 50% 7% 0%

I. Food 218 153 62 3 0 70% 28% 1% 0%

J. Fee 202 53 138 11 0 26% 68% 5% 0%

K. Attend again 216 115 93 7 1 53% 43% 3% 0%
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General CSUG Conference Evaluations -- February 2000
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1. ABACUSxp 31 3 8 11 9 10% 26% 35% 29%

2. Stand. Rpts. 69 14 34 18 3 20% 49% 26% 4%

3. Basic Apps. 39 9 16 13 1 23% 41% 33% 3%

4. CDE Report. 53 13 13 20 7 25% 25% 38% 13%

5. CSUG 15 1 7 4 3 7% 47% 27% 20%

6. Daily Attend. 39 12 10 17 0 31% 26% 44% 0%

7. Period Attend 42 12 21 8 1 29% 50% 19% 2%

8. Dist. Int. 22 4 11 5 2 18% 50% 23% 9%

9. Export-Basic 122 89 27 6 0 73% 22% 5% 0%

10. Export-Adv. 91 32 27 26 6 35% 30% 29% 7%

11. Grade-Basic 35 10 14 9 2 29% 40% 26% 6%

12. Grade-Adv. 84 24 43 13 4 29% 51% 15% 5%

13. Implement. 9 2 5 2 0 22% 56% 22% 0%

14. IGPro-Elem 20 2 8 8 2 10% 40% 40% 10%

15. IGPro-Sec 54 8 17 23 6 15% 31% 43% 11%

16. IGPro-Disks 8 0 4 3 1 0% 50% 38% 13%

17. NYRoll-Cent 12 5 6 1 0 42% 50% 8% 0%

18. NYRoll-Local 38 2 14 15 7 5% 37% 39% 18%

19. ParenCON 23 15 7 1 0 65% 30% 4% 0%

20. Query-Basic 85 25 28 22 10 29% 33% 26% 12%

21. Query-Adv. 123 29 48 38 7 24% 39% 31% 6%

22. Secur-Basic 17 5 5 7 0 29% 29% 41% 0%

23. Secur-Adv. 42 15 21 5 1 36% 50% 12% 2%

24. Sched-Bas 45 8 23 12 2 18% 51% 27% 4%

25. Sched-Adv. 85 31 39 11 4 36% 46% 13% 5%

26. Sys. Setup 24 0 14 8 2 0% 58% 33% 8%

27. Tips-Elem. 48 35 8 4 1 73% 17% 8% 2%

28. Tips-Sec. 117 35 52 23 7 30% 44% 20% 6%

29. Troub-Basic 64 7 17 23 17 11% 27% 36% 27%

30. Troub-Adv. 59 11 16 20 12 19% 27% 34% 20%

Total 
Count

Counts Percentages

CSUG Conference - February 2000 - Evaluation Summary



Specific Session Content Value to CSUG Conference Participants -- February 2000
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