BJA/SEARCH 2006 Symposium on
Justice and Public Safety Information Sharing

EVALUATION FOR WEDNESDAY, MARCH 15

Name (optional)

N
Overall rating of this presentation
PLENARY SESSIONS Poor Excellent
Information Sharing Directors Roundtable: Lessons from the Field 1 2 3 4 5
Leigh Middleditch, Linda Rosenberg, Pamela Scanlon, Kelly Harris
State Homeland Security Directors Roundtable: Integration and
Interoperability ] ) 3 4 5
George Foresman, Steven McCraw, James McMahon, Maj. Alecia
Webb-Edgington
Keynote Luncheon: Homeland Security —Lessons Learned and Successes
Thomas Richey 1 2 3 4 5
Select panel:
[] PLANNING [ ] ANALYSIS [ ] IMPLEMENTATION ] TECHNOLOGY
w Effective Security Policies and Knowledge Management and Leveraging Information Next Generation Technical
= Procedures Intelligence Analysis Tools Sharing and Solutions, Issues,
o Interoperability Initiatives Challenges...
& For each of the panel sessions you attended, please rate on a scale of I to 5, 5 being excellent.
LLl c xe
(T3 Speaker presentations adequately addressed the panel session topic re “1 5 3 4E egem
d Speakers were knowledgeable in this topical area 1 2 3 4 5
E Speakers were organized and well prepared 1 2 3 4 5
o- Speakers adequately answered audience questions 1 2 3 4 5
Panel topics were relevant to my integration project 1 2 3 4 5
Panel topics/discussions will assist planning and implementation efforts in my agency/jurisdiction 1 2 3 4 5
Select case study:
[] CASE STUDY 7 [] CASE STUDY 8 [] CASE STUDY 9 [] CASE STUDY 10
Pennsylvania Commission on National Data Exchange Mass. Criminal History =~ Ohio Local Law Enforcement
(2l Crime and Delinquency (PCCD) (N-DEx) Program Systems Board (CHSB)  Information-Sharing Network
— (OLLEISN)
Q . .
=Y [or each of the panel sessions you attended, please rate on a scale of 1 to 5, 5 being excellent.
(,'7) Speaker presentations adequately addressed the panel session topic Poml - 4Exce151em
‘L}J’ Speakers were knowledgeable in this topical area 1 2 3 4 5
s Speakers were organized and well prepared 1 2 3 4 5
Speakers adequately answered audience questions 1 2 3 4 5
Panel topics were relevant to my integration project 1 2 3 4 5
Panel topics/discussions will assist planning and implementation efforts in my agency/jurisdiction 1 2 3 4 5

(Over)



GENERAL CONFERENCE EVALUATION

Poor Excellent
1. Overall rating of the conference: 1 2 3 4 5
2. In general, I thought Symposium speakers were: 1 2 3 4 5

3. What features did you like most about the Symposium?

4. What features did you like least about the Symposium?

5. What suggestions do you have to improve future conferences?

6. Did you visit the Symposium tradeshow? [ ] Yes [ ] No
If yes, was this beneficial? Why or why not?

7. Did you take advantage of the team meeting opportunities? ] Yes [] No
If yes, was this beneficial? Why or why not?

8. Overall rating of the conference facilities: 1 2 3 4 5

9. Did you find the Symposium Website useful? Why or why not?

Comments or suggestions for the Website:

10. Any other comments or suggestions?




