Lessons learned from GPI-session process for EAHP 2014 if to be repeated.
Trine Kart, April 2014

For inspiration and improvement I’ve listed my “lessons learned” and suggestions for improvement, if SC decides to include GPI-sessions in future congresses.

· A describtion at the homepage about the  GPI-section at the congres (aim, content)

· The process for submitting GPIs must be described (closing date, format of abstract etc. similar to the poster abstract setup but with clear cut/distinguish to scientific abstracts and posters)

· The evaluation process and selection criteria must be defined and agreed  upon by the SC
Initial thoughts 
· Selection for poster presentation?
· Selection for 12 oral presentations of 6 minutes?
· Reflect the 6 EAHP-statement in order to keep them alive and to ensure a broad approach from a HP-professional point of view.

· Responsibility for dialogue with speaker must be defined.
Should it be like we do for the scientific seminars (SC-members and secretary) or like the poster prize nominees (secretary)?

· Decision on where abstract will be printed/published and why?
This year all GPI-abstracts were printed in the program book. Maybe a separate booklet with GPI abstracts is relevant?.

· Presentation of GPI seminar in the program book must be setup like the poster prize seminars (title and speakers name). 


Trine


