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The aims of the meeting were well-defined (29 responses)
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The defined aims of the meeting were achieved (29 responses)
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The meeting was well organised (29 responses)
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The course fulfilled my educational requirements (28 responses)
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Anatomic structure and function of the vocal cord, surgical overview -
JR
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Injection Laryngoplasty- YK (34 responses)
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Set up & Technique LEMG- GFV (34 responses)

15 13 (38.2%)

10
6 (17.6%)

5 (14.7%)

1(2.9%)

0 (c|)%) 0 (cl)%)

1 2 3 4 5 6 7

Laryngeal EMG interpretation- RM (34 responses)
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Selective and Non Selective Laryngeal re-innervation -JP (34 responses)
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Laryngeal re-innervation UK experience -KH (33 responses)
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Laryngeal re-innevervation Japanese approach - TS (34 responses)
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Spasmodic dysphonia & Laser TA -TL (34 responses)
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Laryngeal framework surgery - HM (33 responses)
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Type 2 thyroplasty for spasmodic dysphonia - TS (34 responses)
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Laryngopharyngeal reflux- MW (32 responses)
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Functional / Muscle tension dysphonia - YK (32 responses)
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10 top video cases - YK (33 responses)
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10 top tips in Laryngology - MW (33 responses)
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Care of the professional voice - JR (32 responses)
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Workshop Injection laryngoplasty (32 responses)
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Workshop Laryngeal innervation (34 responses)
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Workshop Laryngeal framework (32 responses)
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Workshop hands-on fresh cadaver (33 responses)
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Round table discussion (21 responses)
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Venue of the meeting (33 responses)
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Overall score of the meeting (34 responses)
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The course will improve my practice (29 responses)
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What | have gained from this meeting will benefit my patients
(29 responses)
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Additional comments (19 responses)



Very good course

| would prefer the first day lectures to do more targeted step by step guidance of the described
operation

Lecture room cold, poor audio sound during lectures. Faculty great & helpful. All reps delightful. Thanks
for very interesting couple of days

Excellent course. Great food ! Organisation great!

The 2 EMG lectures were a little disappointing, and not clinically relevant. | would like to learn about
good and bad prognostic factors on EMG. Fro example what features would help to predict good
functional recovery in my patients. But these were not answered. State of cadaver was very good.
Thank you to all the lectures/faculty who walked around to assist

Over excellent course. YAKUBU is full of energy ! The faculty very good. Extremely happy with the
course. On second thought may be could have dissection for 2 days as it is plenty to do in one day.
Audio sound at lectures was not good. | think one should have done a trial of all these audiovisual set
up day before and 'hold' responsible someone. it is all about money spent. Overall Excellent Course

Excelleny course. Answered many of my questions

Should give more time for hands-on. Rest Excellent
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