Weekly report

I went to Oakland and participated in California Environmental Contamination Biomonitoring Program Scientific Guidance Panel meeting this week. 
Nine advisors of SGP sat on the rostrum. Some of them were appointed by the senate, and the others were appointed by the governor. Each one had a microphone, which made it convenient for them to answer the questions anytime. The program staffs prepared their presentations seriously, and they reported what was going on to the advisors. Advisors fed back their suggestions to them. It was necessary to keep the information in time by holding this kind of meeting.  However, I could hardly believe that such a professional meeting was an audio-cast meeting. Whatever everyone had said broadcasted on radio or showed on internet in the same time. The meeting was also open to public, whoever was interested in this meeting could be allowed to attend.
In addition, I realized that this meeting was so democratic. Each decision made in this meeting was discussed adequately. No decision can be made without vote. Before making the decision, everyone got a chance to express his thoughts, even the public attended in the meeting and the one from the internet through sending an email. What was the most amazing was that each step of the meeting was on time even though there were many questions and hot discussions in the panel and many comments from the public during the meeting. 
It was regretful about the first day’s meeting for me that the contents were so lab-focused, while I don’t pay much attention on laboratory. The second day’s topic was more interesting. It focused on results communication. I could see how important the communication was because the program staff thought about this issue so early. Staffs should provide the test results to the participants who gave their biological samples. Each participant wants to know what kind of chemical risk he or she is facing, and how could he or she do to settle this problem and improve health. In addition, program members should make some communication information to the general population. Two professors from UC Berkeley stated some basic theories of communication, and suggested the information must be written at the 6th-7th grade level, which makes the most of Americans understand. All the members of SGP were in favor of results communication. They also gave two presentations to describe their experiences of communication. Everyone try best to think it over and make it thoughtful.
It was a great experience to take part in an audio-cast meeting open to the public. I gained a lot. 
