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The MEET 2005 Congress gathered 598 delegates in Cannes from June 9 to
12, 2005, at the Martinez Hotel. The audience was mainly made of European
physicians and industry representatives (94%), as shown on figure 1.
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Physicians 58 %

Industry professionals 29 %
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A majority of confirmed physicians (60%)



Vascular Surgeon 52 %

Radiologist 22 %

An unrivalled multidisciplinary audience



Breakdown by European country and specialty
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For 86% of attendees, the primary reason for attending the MEET 2005
Congress was either to update their overall knowledge in the field of vascular
therapy (60%) and to learn more about one particular technique, potentially
the endovascular technique, (26%).

In parallel, 8% of delegates attended the MEET 2005 as a first time
introduction to peripheral endovascular procedures.
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A success in fulfilling the participant's goals
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The audience was asked to grade the different aspects of the scientific programs. Results are
illustrated in the figure 7.

Lectures by MEET Faculty Members were assessed as "Excellent" in 42.5% and as at least
"Good" in 95%. The two items that gathered the less enthusiasm are the quality of the final
program (6% thought it was poor) on one hand and of the abstracts (10% judged them as
"Poor") on the other hand. During the MEET course, video and live demonstrations were
evaluated of at least good educative quality in 92%, as were scored the discussions periods.
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The vast majority of MEET attendees stated that the endovascular treatment (98%), risk
factors management (91%), evidence based practice (88%), and diagnostic investigations
(83%) were at least "Important” in their practice. Thus they were willing to learn in
priority about new therapeutic potentials (assessed as at least "Important" for 98% of
them), new diagnostic modes (for 95%), to learn about new devices (for 94%) and
endoluminal grafts (for 89%) as shown next page.
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Educational needs amongst MEET 2005 delegates
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Overall rating of the MEET 2005
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