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Driving Assessment 2007 Survey 
 

 

 

 
104 of the 180 registrants (58%) to the Driving Assessment 2007 Symposium completed this survey to 

help organizers understand what worked and what needed improvement. Thanks to everyone who 

completed the survey.  

 

1. Scientific Value 

a. Scientific value and overall quality of the lecture sessions 

 

89% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

5 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.24 

 
 

b. Scientific value and overall quality of the poster sessions 

 

95% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

10 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.30 

 
 

c. Scientific value and overall quality of the hybrid session 

 

95% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

27 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.40 
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d. Timeliness (state-of-the-art) of the scientific sessions 

 

81% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

2 respondents were dissatisfied  

7 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.18 

 
 

e. Diversity of the scientific program 

 

83% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

2 respondents were dissatisfied 

6 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.20 

 
 

f. Sufficient practical content 

 

79% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

1 respondent was dissatisfied 

7 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.07 

 
 

 

2. Conference Sessions (Please rate your satisfaction with each of these sessions) 

 

Indirect Measure of Attendance at Sessions 

 

 This figure shows the total number of valid ratings 

for each of the sessions.  
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a. Simulator User Group (Mon PM) 

 

58 % of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

3 respondents were dissatisfied 

48 Attended, 4 people did not answer 

Mean: 3.77 

 
 

b. Keynote Speaker (Tue AM) 

 

94% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

2 respondents were dissatisfied 

95 Attended, 1 person did not answer 

Mean: 4.59 

 
 

c. Tools-Simulation-Research Methods (Tue AM) 

 

84% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

1 respondent was dissatisfied 

95 Attended, 5 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.08 

 
 

d. Visual Performance and Attention (Tue AM) 

 

89.00% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

2 respondents were dissatisfied 

100 Attended, 2 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.20 
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e. Driver Distraction  (Tue PM) 

 

86 % of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

1 respondent was dissatisfied  

102 Attended, 1 person did not answer 

Mean: 4.15 

 

 
 

f. Poster Session A (Tue PM) 

 

88 % of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

94 Attended, 2 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.15 

 
 

g. Quantification of Driver Performance (Wed AM) 

 

89 % of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

95 Attended, 2 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.32 

 
 

h. Medical Factors ï Fitness to Drive (Wed AM ) 

 

86 % of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

2 respondents were dissatisfied 

72 Attended, 2 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.13  
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i. Design (Wed PM) 

 

77 % of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied   

1 respondent was dissatisfied 

88 Attended, 3 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.07 

 
 

j. Poster Session B (Wed PM) 

 

94% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

95 Attended, 3 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.33 

 
 

k. Hybrids ï Intro Lecture and Poster (Thu AM)  

 

91% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

77 Attended, 5 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.40 

 

 

l. Younger and Older Drivers (Thu AM)  

 

89% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

63 Attended, 14 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.37 
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3. If you attended Driving Assessment before how would you rate this yearôs program? 

 

67 % of 15 respondents rated this yearôs program as somewhat 

better or much better than 2001 

1 person rated this yearôs program as somewhat worse than 2001 

5 people did not answer 

Mean: 3.80 

 

 
 

 

 

 

50% of 30 respondents rated this yearôs program as somewhat 

better or much better than 2003 

2 people rated this yearôs program as somewhat worse than 2003 

5 people did not answer 

Mean: 3.53 

 

 
 

 

 

62% of 37 respondents rated this yearôs program as somewhat 

better or much better than 2005. 

4 people did not answer 

Mean: 3.81 

 

 
 

 

4. The Hybrid session was new this year.  What did you think?  Should we keep it or would another 

lecture, poster, or panel session be preferable? 

 

89% of 81 respondents chose to keep the Hybrid session 

23 people did not answer 

Comments:  

I loved the "99-second commercials" for the posters. It was a 

great idea, and it encouraged presenters to have a take-home 

message. 

Getting a quick synopsis was very helpful. 

Provide more info a priori as to expectations for presentation  
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5. Were there any topics you would like to see added or deleted?  

Blank: 54 out of 104 (52%) 

No changes: 8 out of 104 (8%) 

Comments: Variety of topics is great 

 

Topics to Delete: 4 out of 104 (4%) 

 Medical Factors (2) 

 Less driver distraction 

 Simulator Users Group 

 

Topics to Add:  

 Aggressive driving 

 Boredom/Inattention 

 Civil Engineering/Road Design 

 Design (applied work) (2) 

 Driver behavior/attitude 

 Driver metrics 

 European and Asian Research 

 GDLs 

 Government session (US, Canada, 

Europe etc) 

 HCI using speech 

 ITS, Active Safety 

 Mathematical methods for HF data 

analysis 

 Medical fitness to drive. (5) 

 Methodology discussions 

 Modeling of driver behavior - Adaptive 

Systems 

 New Technologies 

 Practitioner panel 

 Reaction of car manufacturers to results 

or research presented 

 Real-world applied research 

 Road safety considerations in the 

experimental setting 

 Theoretical discussions 

 Theoretical models 

 Vulnerable road users 
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6. Is there anything you would change about the scientific program? 

Blank: 54 out of 104 (52%) 

No changes: 19 out of 104 (18%) 

 

 

Changes:   

Keynote speakers, invited speakers 

 Another keynote on third day to round off experience and leave with a 'big idea' feel 

 

Lectures, Panels, and Posters 

 Q&A time needs to be longer in each lecture (3) 

 Panel Session (4) 

 Favor Poster Sessions 

 Graphics uniformity needs to happen 

 Encourage relaxed presentation style 

 More diversity in topics 

 Start sessions later (i.e. 9 AM)  (2) 

 Keep people on time track/Shorten Presentations (5) 

 Increase time for breaks 

 

Content 

 Less human factors concerning the 'normal' driver- more older/impaired 

 Practical applications 

 Focus on what is new 

 More science/theory  - less student experimental work in lectures 

 More innovative work 

 Solution based discussion 

 

General 

 Make Thursday a full day so people stick around 

 More technical review of papers 
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7. Conference Logistics (Please rate your satisfaction with each of the following) 

a. Overall quality of conference web site 

 

96 % of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

1 person did not answer 

Mean: 4.49  

 

 

 

b. Ease of use of conference web site 

 

95% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

1 person did not answer 

Mean: 4.54 

 
 

c. Ease of conference registration 

 

98% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

1 person did not answer 

Mean: 4.67 

 
 

d. Ease of electronic submission (abstracts) 

 

93% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

1 respondent was very dissatisfied 

28 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.57 
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e. Timeliness and quality of conference communications 

 

96% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

2 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.61 

 

 
 

f. Helpfulness of organizing staff 

 

100% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied 

1 person did not answer 

Mean: 4.95 

 

 
 

g. Overall conference organization 

 

100% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

2 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.92 

 

 
 

8. Conference Venue (Please rate your satisfaction with each of the following) 

a. Conference location  

 

95% of respondents were satisfied or very satisfied  

2 people did not answer 

Mean: 4.74 
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