Asthma Regional Council Meeting: April 2, 2009

Feedback 

Please help us evaluate the format and content of today’s meeting by rating each question on a scale of 1-10.

(The score “1” = Don’t at all Agree;  The score “10” = Totally Agree)

1. Overall, I found this Council meeting to be worthwhile.  

Rating: 8.9 (n=41)
Comments:

· Idea sharing was great

· Great presentations, breakout groups, and networking
· Excellent. As always, also great networking opportunity

· Excellent

· I felt I was able to network and take away a few new items
2. I liked the format of today’s meeting.




Rating: 9  (n=41) 
Comments:

· Start at 8 AM, 10 AM is way too late 

· More introductions, breakout sessions/ discussions
· Excellent
· I liked the use of panels
· I like the panels in the AM and then the discussion in the afternoon

3. I liked the content of today’s meeting.




Rating: 8.6 (n=41)
Comments:

· Include more short talks
· Excellent

· Most of the info wasn’t specific to my job until the afternoon discussions. But I found the morning sessions helpful.

4. The length of the meeting was appropriate.     



Rating: 8.9 (n=41)
Comments:
· Could’ve been condensed into a half day or an earlier start
· Length was okay, commute was too long!

· Shorten to 10-2

· It was a little too long
5. The location of the meeting was convenient and comfortable.   
Rating: 7.7 (n=37)
Comments:

· Yes, convenient. 

· Bad air quality
· location was convenient, but problems with air quality: need to check out / visit facility first 

· Apparently air quality issue
· Location was a very far drive for one day. 2 hrs each way.

· Comfortable facility

· Location was good; not so comfortable

· The location seemed to be centrally located for New England. Facilities were pleasant and met the needs of the training. IAQ needs were not the best but we made it work.

6. Panel 1, “Is Asthma Under Control?”, was useful and interesting.
Rating: 9.0 (n=39)
Comments on individual speakers/and panel as a whole welcomed:

· Laurie Stillman: very good information and explained well in amount of time given

· Polly Hoppin – very good information. I see similar findings with my program, with doctors following the NAEPP guidelines.

· Both sessions were useful. I learned a lot as my position doesn’t involve asthma as a whole. Both presenters did a great job presenting

· The information was interesting but there was too much for the time frame. The first presentation was the most useful and current.

7. Panel 2, “Healthy Homes,” was useful and interesting.

Rating: 9.0 (n=40)
Comments on individual speakers/and panel as a whole welcomed:
· I thought everyone’s presentations were excellent and relevant 
· Eileen Gunn was excellent

· Great group of speakers

· Megan Sandel: excellent presentation

· Eileen Gunn: very good

· Molly Brett: very good
· Especially liked the IPM information

· I found the speakers great. It would have been good to hear them each speak longer, but the speakers did a good job.
· All presenters had useful and interesting information, but a little too much info

· IPM segment was lengthy – although good to include

8. The breakout session I attended was useful and interesting.

Rating: 8.6 (n=43)
Please specify which session you attended: 
· IAQ: Limited focus

· Fine, but I was surprised that people participating were interested in ARC providing info on best practices that is readily available

· Not long enough: had the potential to be more useful

· Surveillance: not my area of expertise, but great to see how the data we use gets generated

· I like the guidance doc that was distributed at IAQ. The discussion did jump around, wasn’t as organized as I would have liked.

· We had useful and interesting discussion, but there were too many discussion topics.
9.  I would have changed the format or content of today’s meeting in the following manner:

· Very good meeting. Learned a lot. Challenging to define a role for ARC, but I’m sure it’ll be done.

· Great mix
· It was great! Congratulations.

· Good program. ARC is a great group. Is it possible to get CEU’s in the future?

· Nothing: good job!

· Very well coordinated: great job!

· Shorten the meeting slightly

· Materials were useful as resources: Maine’s in particular. 

· I would have had fewer presentations in the morning and more time for discussion and information sharing between participants. 

· Invite case managers to the table: what would they pay for, why? What would they like to see for asthma management?

· Healthy Homes needed to include information on exposures to domestic pets and include this variable and resolution in overall healthy homes, as it applies to multiple dwellings

Other Suggestions (feel free to write on the back):


Name (optional):
