TechNet Australia - Nov 2011 Survey Results

There were 50 respondents to an online survey conducted in Nov 2011. 90% of responses were in the first 5 days.
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Are you attending this year's 2011 Would you like to a attend future
TNA conference at CSU Bathurst? TechNet conference?
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How do you rate the tech staff How do you rate the tech staff
network within your faculty? network across your university?
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Assuming you did want to attend a TechNet conference, what would
be your major hurdle ?
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Have you attended any TechNet conferences previously?
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Which institution do you work for?
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What is the area/field that you predominantly support?
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Excluding TechNet, how do you rate What value do you attribute to these
opportunities available to you? [Technical Tours]
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What value do you attribute to
these Technet conference
elements?

[Peer Networking]

What value do you attribute to
these Technet conference
elements? [Posters, workshops,
presentations by peers]
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What value do you attribute to What value do you attribute to
these Technet conference these Technet conference
elements? [Keynote speakers] elements? [Conference dinner]
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Would you like to see TechNet What media would you find
hosted at your university in the useful or appropriate?
future? 40
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Would you like to see TechNet establish an annual National Award to
recognise outstanding achievement within the technical staff
community?
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Do you agree that there should
be no self-nomination available?:
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To ensure credibility and impartiality, who do you think should judge
any national tech staff award nominations?
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Other comments:

Someone who knows what every tech did - impossible
The entire technical community

Mixed tech/academic panel including TechNet
Committee

What criteria or categories should be used in assessing an outstanding
technical staff contribution?

45
40

35
30 -
25 -
20 -
15 ~
10 +

Client Service

Altruistic use of
technical knowledge

Innovation Community Service Other

Figure 23

Other comments:

Contribution to student learning involvement in the tech
community

Professionalism

That is the problem

Assistance to/collaboration with other institutions
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Nominations should come from:
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Any general comments or feedback?

The survey is a great idea to keep the ball rolling re
technet and its ongoing future

Grow, grow, & grow

How would the technet awards be funded if there
was a monetary or prize component?

Keep up the good work. | get a lot from technet

Not sure how this would work as everyone is so
diverse.....how could it be judged.....not even sure if
| like the idea.....would need to know more.

Sorry, | don't think the awards can ever be fair.

thanx for this initiative

the only reason i would not have a technet 'here' is
we are a very small non profit org run through the 4
main NSW universities; we don't have space, time,
staff or money. But it would be good to see held
UNSW/MQ etc

Contact the Victorian Technet equivalent and see
how they do things as I've heard they are very well
organised.




