
NYSARH 2019 SESSION 2 

Overcoming Rural Competitive Disadvantage in Value-Based Payments through Practice & Policy 

26 respondents; some evaluations incomplete 

1. Did the speakers share and meet the learning objectives for the session? 

 

2. Did the session meet your personal learning needs? 

 

Comments: 

• Fantastic! 

• Excellent job, Emma! 

• Clear, concise, well prepared and executed. 

• Very informative, organized and thought-out presentation. 

• Tremendous. Very sophisticated content and analysis. 

 

3. For this session, check all that apply. 
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4. How will you use this information in new or existing initiatives? 

• Great resources 

• Share info with Rural Health Network CBO partners 

• Approaching Public Health/CBO more creatively in DSRIP journey 

• Maybe try to build cohorts in my community 

• Continue to work on my value prop.; join the Basecamp community 

• The presentation provided a new perspective on how some CBOs can address the VBP for their 

benefit. 

• Bringing this into existing work as a consultant. Thank you. 

• Seeking better data on SDOH. 

• I use logic models all the time. Haven’t thought about using them to attract partners/funding. 

• Resources and relationships 

• It is helpful to hear of other people’s experiences. 

• Make more connections 

• Share and transfer info with staff 

• Consult the slides. Mimic the activities. 

 

5. Rate the overall quality of the session. 

 

 Comments: 

• I’d make it a 6 if I could! 

• Thank you! 

• This was a great session. Emma did a fantastic job making a very complex topic seem straight 

forward. Excellent work! 
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6. Rate each speaker. 5 = Excellent, 1 = Poor, 0 = Not Applicable 

 

 

 

7. Was the facility conducive to learning? 
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 Comments: 

• Good balance of providing technical understanding with application. 

• A bit chilly 

• Nice size room 

• Good layout, lighting, etc. Too cold! 

• A bit chilly 

 

8. Was the program fair, balanced and non-commercial? 

 

 

9. Was the session too long, too short, or just right? 

 

 

10. Additional comments. 

• Nicely done. Thank you! 

• Emma spoke a little fast; could have slowed down and provided more detail, but overall well 

done! 

• Fantastic job! 

• Thank you! 

• Well done! Thank you! 

• Nalin’s portion of the presentation was very technical for the audience. 

• Great job and work. 

• Thank you. 

• Share slides please 
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