Environmental Monitoring, Evaluation, & Frataciion

CONFERENCE EVALUATION

Thank you for taking a moment to provide uswith feedback. Pleaseleave thisformwith conference personnel, fax to
(518) 862-1091, or transmit electronically to emep@nyserda.org.

Affiliation Government Private Sector
Consulting Nonprofit
Utility Student
Academic Other (please specify):

How did you find out about the conference?

Mailing Colleague

NY SERDA/EMEP Website

Other (please specify):

SESSIONS
Please rate each session on the following attributes from 5 to 1, with 5 as Excellent and 1 as Poor.

Tuesday, October 7

Wednesday, October 8

9:00-10:15 » Panel: Emerging Environmental |ssuesfor the
Energy Industry.
Chair: Jim Gallagher

8:30-12:00 » Science and Policy Issues Related to
Mercury in the Environment.
Chair: Praveen Amar

Overal impression

Breadth of perspectivesincluded

Applicability to your field

Thoroughness

Adherence to Schedule

Overal impression

Breadth of perspectivesincluded

Applicability to your field

Thoroughness

Adherence to Schedule

10:45-4:00 » Session A: Air Quality and Related Health
Research: Particulates (PM) and Co-Pollutants.
Co-Chairs: George Hidy and Ellen Burkhard

1:30-3:30 » Science and Policy Issues Related to Climate
Change.
Chair: Scott Ollinger

Overal impression

Breadth of perspectivesincluded

Applicability to your field

Thoroughness

Adherence to Schedule

Overal impression

Breadth of perspectivesincluded

Applicability to your field

Thoroughness

Adherence to Schedule

10:45-4:00 » Session B: Ecosystem Response to Deposition of

Sulfur and Nitrogen.
Co-Chairs: Stuart Findlay and Mark Watson

3:45-5:00 » Plenary Discussion: Energy-related
Environmental Research — Setting Prioritiesin a Changing
Policy Landscape.

Chair: Janet Joseph

Overall impression

Breadth of perspectivesincluded

Applicability to your field

Thoroughness

Adherenceto Schedule

Overall impression

Breadth of perspectivesincluded

Applicability to your field

Thoroughness

Adherence to Schedule

5:00 » Wrap up and closing comments:
Elizabeth Thorndike

Overall impression

Thoroughness |

Breadth of perspectivesincluded
Adherence to Schedule |

Applicability to your field




POSTER SESSION

Overdl quality

Pertinence to your field

Variety of research topics

Viewing time dlotted
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Please estimate the amount of time you spent viewing posters.

Poster PresentersOnly

Physical layout of the session

Number of people that viewed your poster

Space available for your poster
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Supplies provided for displaying your poster
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Conference Attendees and Poster Presenters: Please explain if you rated any attribute as” Poor” , or give us additional

comments.

CONFERENCE L OGISTICS

Registration Process

Price compared to other conferences
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Were you able to register without problems? (if no, why?) Yes No
Food

Quality 5 4 3 2 1
Variety 5 4 3 2 1
Time allotted to eat 5 4 3 2 1
Dining location (cleanliness, space, etc.) 5 4 3 2 1
If you had any special dietary requirements, were they met? Yes Sometimes No
Trangportation & Accommodations

Your travel to the hotel (expense, time traveling, number of connections, etc.) 4

Overall quality of the hotel 5 4 3 2

Were the guest rooms satisfactory? Yes No N/A
Networking Opportunities

Time available to meet with/talk to other conference participants 5 4 3 2
Representation of key groups to the discussion of EMEP’ s goals and mission 5 4 3 2

Please specify any groups not represented that we should invite to the next conference.

GENERAL RECOMMENDATIONS

How could we improve the next EMEP conference in terms of content, format, or logistics?

Do you have any specific recommendations for future directions of the New Y ork Energy $mart™" Environmental Research

Program?

Please attach any additional comments on a separate page or send them via email to emep@nyserda.org




