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Copy of Feedback for GLEON 9 Meeting in the USA, October 2009

1. Please choose one of the following:

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Undergraduate Student 2.7% 2

Graduate Student 31.5% 23

Postdoctoral Scientist 6.8% 5

Research Support Staff 5.5% 4

Scientist at nonacademic research 

lab
11.0% 8

Faculty Member (<5 years) 8.2% 6

Faculty Member (>5 years) 23.3% 17

 Other (please specify) 11.0% 8

 answered question 73

 skipped question 1
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2. Please identify your primary and secondary fields of expertise

 Primary Secondary
Response

Count

Limnology 69.4% (25) 30.6% (11) 36

Aquatic Biology 46.2% (6) 53.8% (7) 13

Biogeochemistry 18.8% (3) 81.3% (13) 16

Ecology 45.5% (15) 54.5% (18) 33

Information Technology 62.5% (5) 37.5% (3) 8

Database Management 40.0% (2) 60.0% (3) 5

Engineering 90.0% (9) 10.0% (1) 10

Modeling 20.0% (2) 80.0% (8) 10

Mathematics 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 0

Statistics 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 0

Science Education 0.0% (0) 100.0% (2) 2

Other (please specify below) 100.0% (5) 0.0% (0) 5

 Name of other field 7

 answered question 73

 skipped question 1
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3. Gender (requested for reporting the U.S.A. National Science Foundation)

 
Response

Percent

Response

Count

Female 35.6% 26

Male 64.4% 47

Transgendered  0.0% 0

Other  0.0% 0

Prefer not to answer  0.0% 0

 answered question 73

 skipped question 1
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4. Where are you from?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Africa 2.7% 2

Asia 12.3% 9

Australia/New Zealand 2.7% 2

European Union (EU) 11.0% 8

Europe other  0.0% 0

North America 65.8% 48

South America 5.5% 4

 Please write in the name of the country you are from 41

 answered question 73

 skipped question 1
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5. We hope you will be willing to share the following information for our annual report to the National Science Foundation. Ethnicity

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Hispanic/Latin American 4.1% 3

Asian American or Asian 15.1% 11

Pacific Islander  0.0% 0

Native American 1.4% 1

African American or African 2.7% 2

Biracial/multiracial  0.0% 0

Caucasian 71.2% 52

Prefer Not to Answer 1.4% 1

 Other (please specify) 4.1% 3

 answered question 73

 skipped question 1
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6. One goal of GLEON is to increase participation of a diverse array of people.  At this meeting, how well represented were individuals from the following 

groups?

 Not represented Needs Attention Adequately represented Well represented
Response

Count

Women 1.4% (1) 8.5% (6) 45.1% (32) 45.1% (32) 71

Different ethnic groups 0.0% (0) 39.7% (29) 41.1% (30) 19.2% (14) 73

Different nationalities 0.0% (0) 13.7% (10) 42.5% (31) 43.8% (32) 73

Scientific disciplines 0.0% (0) 15.1% (11) 53.4% (39) 31.5% (23) 73

Different career stages (students, 

new faculty, post docs, etc.)
0.0% (0) 4.2% (3) 38.9% (28) 56.9% (41) 72

 Comments: 11

 answered question 73

 skipped question 1
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7. How receptive were meeting attendees to people in the following groups?  

 Not receptive at all Needs attention Somewhat receptive Very receptive
Rating

Average

Response

Count

Women 1.4% (1) 0.0% (0) 12.5% (9) 86.1% (62) 3.83 72

Different ethnic groups 0.0% (0) 7.0% (5) 23.9% (17) 69.0% (49) 3.62 71

Different nationalities 0.0% (0) 4.2% (3) 22.5% (16) 73.2% (52) 3.69 71

Scientific disciplines 0.0% (0) 2.8% (2) 23.9% (17) 73.2% (52) 3.70 71

Students 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 8.3% (6) 91.7% (66) 3.92 72

Postdocs 0.0% (0) 4.3% (3) 12.9% (9) 82.9% (58) 3.79 70

New faculty 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 17.6% (12) 82.4% (56) 3.82 68

Senior faculty 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 11.6% (8) 88.4% (61) 3.88 69

Others 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 31.6% (12) 68.4% (26) 3.68 38

 Comments: 5

 answered question 73

 skipped question 1
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8. How many GLEON meetings have you attended (including this one)?

 
Response

Percent

Response

Count

1 48.6% 35

2 - 3 23.6% 17

4 - 5 15.3% 11

6 - 7 8.3% 6

8 - 9 4.2% 3

 answered question 72

 skipped question 2

9. What was your primary reason for attending the GLEON 9 meeting in the USA?

 
Response

Count

 69

 answered question 69

 skipped question 5
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10. Would you consider participating in another GLEON meeting?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 95.8% 68

No  0.0% 0

Maybe 4.2% 3

 Do you have a brief comment? 22

 answered question 71

 skipped question 3
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11. What did you hope to gain by attending this meeting? Please check all that apply.

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Networking 94.4% 68

New insights into global science 76.4% 55

Share my research 66.7% 48

Technology transfer 40.3% 29

Use of models 43.1% 31

Look for opportunities to be 

involved between GLEON meetings
65.3% 47

Gain familiarity with network data 47.2% 34

 Other (please specify) 12.5% 9

 answered question 72

 skipped question 2
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12. My expectations for attending this meeting were:

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Not met 1.4% 1

Met 65.3% 47

Surpassed 33.3% 24

 answered question 72

 skipped question 2
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13. How would you rate the scientific quality of the GLEON 9 meeting (choose N/A if the question does not apply to you)?

 Unacceptable Poor Good Very Good Excellent N/A
Rating
Average

Response
Count

Overall meeting quality 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 9.7% (7) 47.2% (34) 43.1% (31) 0.0% (0) 4.33 72

Facilitation during the meeting 
sessions

0.0% (0) 1.4% (1) 18.3% (13) 49.3% (35) 29.6% (21) 1.4% (1) 4.09 71

Lake Metabolism working group 0.0% (0) 1.5% (1) 5.9% (4) 19.1% (13) 10.3% (7) 63.2% (43) 4.04 68

Domains of Control working group 0.0% (0) 1.5% (1) 4.4% (3) 8.8% (6) 10.3% (7) 75.0% (51) 4.12 68

Microbes and Cyanobacteria 
working group

0.0% (0) 1.4% (1) 4.3% (3) 14.5% (10) 13.0% (9) 66.7% (46) 4.17 69

Information Technology working 
group

0.0% (0) 1.5% (1) 7.4% (5) 8.8% (6) 13.2% (9) 69.1% (47) 4.10 68

Climate and Lake Physics working 
group

0.0% (0) 1.5% (1) 11.8% (8) 8.8% (6) 5.9% (4) 72.1% (49) 3.68 68

Agenda and meeting schedule 0.0% (0) 1.4% (1) 10.0% (7) 51.4% (36) 37.1% (26) 0.0% (0) 4.24 70

Presentations during plenary 
sessions

0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 15.9% (11) 47.8% (33) 27.5% (19) 8.7% (6) 4.13 69

Communicating with the Public 
session

0.0% (0) 4.5% (3) 16.4% (11) 37.3% (25) 11.9% (8) 29.9% (20) 3.81 67

Time for planning and writing 0.0% (0) 7.1% (5) 28.6% (20) 35.7% (25) 21.4% (15) 7.1% (5) 3.77 70

Fostering collaboration 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 18.1% (13) 29.2% (21) 51.4% (37) 1.4% (1) 4.34 72

Poster session 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 11.1% (8) 43.1% (31) 44.4% (32) 1.4% (1) 4.34 72

"Cool ideas" session 1.4% (1) 2.8% (2) 18.1% (13) 41.7% (30) 31.9% (23) 4.2% (3) 4.04 72
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Pre-Meeting workshop 0.0% (0) 1.5% (1) 17.6% (12) 13.2% (9) 19.1% (13) 48.5% (33) 3.97 68

Opportunities for networking 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 8.3% (6) 33.3% (24) 52.8% (38) 5.6% (4) 4.47 72

Other working group (please explain 
below)

0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 2.0% (1) 16.3% (8) 12.2% (6) 69.4% (34) 4.33 49

 Do you have a short comment? 20

 answered question 72

 skipped question 2

14. Are you or your site contributing data to the GLEON Network?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 59.7% 43

No 38.9% 28

I do not know 1.4% 1

 answered question 72

 skipped question 2
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15. If you or your site are not contributing data, please explain why not.

 
Response

Count

 27

 answered question 27

 skipped question 47

16. Are you using GLEON data from sites other than your own?

 
Response

Percent

Response

Count

Yes 29.4% 20

No 70.6% 48

 answered question 68

 skipped question 6
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17. If you are using Network data, have you been in contact with the person who contributed the data?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 67.7% 21

No 32.3% 10

 answered question 31

 skipped question 43

18. If you are not using data from the Network, why not (please select all that apply)?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

I hesitate to use someone else's 
data

2.2% 1

None of the data are relevant to 
my work

43.5% 20

I cannot find the data  0.0% 0

I am concerned about data 
reliability

4.3% 2

I am concerned about data validity 2.2% 1

 Other (please specify) 52.2% 24

 answered question 46

 skipped question 28
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19. If you have any concerns about open sharing of data, please note them here. 

 
Response

Count

 12

 answered question 12

 skipped question 62

20. Are you interested in attending future GLEON workshops/meetings?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 93.0% 66

No 1.4% 1

Maybe 5.6% 4

 If your response is no or maybe, please explain. 4

 answered question 71

 skipped question 3
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21. Over the next several years, what is the greatest challenge GLEON will face?

 
Response

Count

 59

 answered question 59

 skipped question 15

22. How would you rate the quality of the pre -meeting planning and communication (choose N/A if the question does not apply to you)?

 Unacceptable Poor Good Very Good Excellent N/A
Rating

Average

Response

Count

Pre-meeting communication 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 7.4% (5) 32.4% (22) 55.9% (38) 4.4% (3) 4.51 68

Timeliness of receiving 
communications

0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 2.9% (2) 35.3% (24) 58.8% (40) 2.9% (2) 4.58 68

Ease of making transportation 
arrangements

0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 8.8% (6) 32.4% (22) 54.4% (37) 4.4% (3) 4.48 68

Materials received before the 
meeting

0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 4.4% (3) 35.3% (24) 52.9% (36) 7.4% (5) 4.52 68

 answered question 68

 skipped question 6



18 of 28

23. How would you rate the quality of the logistics at the meeting (choose N/A if the question does not apply to you)?

 Unacceptable Poor Good Very Good Excellent N/A
Rating
Average

Response
Count

Overall meeting logistics 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 13.2% (9) 35.3% (24) 51.5% (35) 0.0% (0) 4.38 68

Transportation 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 11.8% (8) 30.9% (21) 51.5% (35) 5.9% (4) 4.42 68

Food 1.5% (1) 17.6% (12) 39.7% (27) 26.5% (18) 14.7% (10) 0.0% (0) 3.35 68

Lodging 0.0% (0) 5.9% (4) 23.5% (16) 33.8% (23) 33.8% (23) 2.9% (2) 3.98 68

Staff Support 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 7.4% (5) 30.9% (21) 60.3% (41) 1.5% (1) 4.54 68

Helpfulness of GLEON and RCN 
Leaders

0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 2.9% (2) 27.9% (19) 69.1% (47) 0.0% (0) 4.66 68

Quality of the conference center 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 11.8% (8) 33.8% (23) 54.4% (37) 0.0% (0) 4.43 68

Comfort of the meeting rooms 0.0% (0) 4.4% (3) 17.6% (12) 33.8% (23) 44.1% (30) 0.0% (0) 4.18 68

Social events 0.0% (0) 2.9% (2) 7.4% (5) 33.8% (23) 54.4% (37) 1.5% (1) 4.42 68

Facilitation during the meeting 
sessions

0.0% (0) 2.9% (2) 10.3% (7) 44.1% (30) 41.2% (28) 1.5% (1) 4.25 68

Materials received at the meeting 0.0% (0) 1.5% (1) 18.2% (12) 42.4% (28) 28.8% (19) 9.1% (6) 4.08 66

 Do you have a short comment? 12

 answered question 68

 skipped question 6
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24. Did you participate in the "Network Partnership Program"?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 52.9% 36

No 47.1% 32

 If your answer is no, would you be interested in participating at a future GLEON meeting? 21

 answered question 68

 skipped question 6

25. Are you a student or postdoc?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 28.1% 9

No 71.9% 23

 answered question 32

 skipped question 42
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26. What was your role in the "Network Partnership Program"?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Student 48.5% 16

Senior Partner 51.5% 17

 answered question 33

 skipped question 41

27. Please tell us about the quality of your experience in the Network Partnership Program.

 Unsatisfactory Poor Good Very Good Excellent
Response

Count

Rank your level of satisfaction with 

the NPP
0.0% (0) 2.9% (1) 17.1% (6) 45.7% (16) 34.3% (12) 35

How well were you matched with 

your partner student or mentor
0.0% (0) 2.9% (1) 22.9% (8) 42.9% (15) 31.4% (11) 35

 answered question 35

 skipped question 39
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28. Would you be willing to participate in this program at a future GLEON meeting?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 97.1% 34

No 2.9% 1

 answered question 35

 skipped question 39

29. Would you recommend this program to students who have not previously been to a GLEON meeting or workshop?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 91.4% 32

No 5.7% 2

Not sure 2.9% 1

 answered question 35

 skipped question 39
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30. Please share any comments about the program, as well as recommendations on how we can improve the program.

 
Response

Count

 14

 answered question 14

 skipped question 60

31. Are you a student or postdoc?

 
Response

Percent

Response

Count

Yes 57.1% 20

No 42.9% 15

 answered question 35

 skipped question 39
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32. Please tell us about the quality of the following aspects of the GLEON 9 meeting.

 Unsatisfactory Poor Good Very Good Excellent
Response

Count

Scientific merit 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 13.8% (4) 51.7% (15) 34.5% (10) 29

Your comfort level with the meeting 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 17.9% (5) 39.3% (11) 42.9% (12) 28

Interactions at your poster 0.0% (0) 4.0% (1) 12.0% (3) 52.0% (13) 32.0% (8) 25

Pre-conference workshop for 

students
0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 43.5% (10) 39.1% (9) 17.4% (4) 23

Networking opportunities 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 6.9% (2) 48.3% (14) 44.8% (13) 29

Mentoring 0.0% (0) 3.7% (1) 18.5% (5) 44.4% (12) 33.3% (9) 27

Formation of new collaborations 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 13.8% (4) 37.9% (11) 48.3% (14) 29

Overall value of attending this 

meeting
0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 3.6% (1) 42.9% (12) 53.6% (15) 28

 answered question 29

 skipped question 45
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33. How receptive do you think the other scientists at the meeting were to students in the following settings (choose N/A if a session does not apply to 
you)?

 
Not receptive at 

all
Needs attention Receptive Very receptive N/A

Rating
Average

Response
Count

"Cool Science" workshop 0.0% (0) 3.6% (1) 21.4% (6) 64.3% (18) 10.7% (3) 3.68 28

Introduction to GLEON Workshop 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 21.4% (6) 67.9% (19) 10.7% (3) 3.76 28

Pre-Meeting Workshop 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 22.2% (6) 48.1% (13) 29.6% (8) 3.68 27

Discussion groups 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 21.4% (6) 78.6% (22) 0.0% (0) 3.79 28

Plenary discussions 0.0% (0) 10.7% (3) 7.1% (2) 75.0% (21) 7.1% (2) 3.69 28

One on one conversations 0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 22.2% (6) 77.8% (21) 0.0% (0) 3.78 27

Discussion during working group 

session
0.0% (0) 0.0% (0) 21.4% (6) 78.6% (22) 0.0% (0) 3.79 28

 answered question 28

 skipped question 46
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34. Did you participate in the "Introduction to GLEON" Graduate Student session?

 
Response

Percent

Response

Count

Yes 55.2% 16

No 44.8% 13

 Do you have a suggestion about how to improve it at future GLEON meetings? 2

 answered question 29

 skipped question 45
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35. What do you feel you gained by attending this meeting (please select all that apply)?

 
Response

Percent

Response

Count

New ideas 96.6% 28

New collaborators 82.8% 24

Sources of data 44.8% 13

Relevant research skills 51.7% 15

Job prospects 17.2% 5

Postdoc prospects 20.7% 6

Nothing  0.0% 0

 Other (please specify) 6.9% 2

 answered question 29

 skipped question 45

36. Do you have any recommendations for making GLEON meetings more valuable to students and postdocs?

 
Response

Count

 12

 answered question 12

 skipped question 62
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37. What types of pre-meeting sessions would be most valuable to you?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Model building 76.9% 20

How to use GLEON data 53.8% 14

Communicating science to the 
public

42.3% 11

How to set up a sensored buoy 34.6% 9

 Do you have other ideas for Pre-
meeting sessions for Students and 

Postdocs?
23.1% 6

 answered question 26

 skipped question 48

38. Do you have any additional comments or concerns you would like GLEON leaders to know about?

 
Response

Count

 9

 answered question 9

 skipped question 65
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39. We are now planning for the GLEON 10 meeting in 2010. Would you be interested in participating in a thematic workshop in association with this 
meeting (possibly meeting the day before or the day after the meeting)?

 
Response
Percent

Response
Count

Yes 60.9% 39

No 9.4% 6

Maybe 29.7% 19

 Please recommend one or two workshop topics for the GLEON 10 meeting. 36

 answered question 64

 skipped question 10

40. Do you have any additional comments to help us prepare for the next GLEON meeting?

 
Response

Count

 16

 answered question 16

 skipped question 58


