Notes from HBMWD’s public meeting in Arcata on October 14, 2009

These are the notes taken publicly by the recorders during the meeting.

Why is this topic important to you?

· Maintain local control

· Wise use of water

· All living things require water

· Concerns about future cost of water

· Opportunity to leave water where it naturally occurs

· Situation is critical through out the state.  Many local rivers designated “wild and scenic”.  Mad River’s not.  What do we need to do to maintain water rights?

What stands out for you (after Bruce’s presentation)?

· Increase in cost over the years

· Surprised at how little water we actually use

· There is a habitat conservation plan in place

· Aging infrastructure

· What might a “wild and scenic” designation do for the district?

· Amount of time we still have to act

· Importance of coming up with good beneficial uses to maintain the rights

· Have environmentally-friendly system

· How much water we’re not using

· The dam was built and water still runs down river and cost of maintaining dam

· The “use-it-or-lose-it” principle and we don’t have control over that

· Rate variation – assumed it was because of different infra-structure variation

· How does climate change influence predictions?

· 20 years is not very long

· Electricity and power costs in addition to those incurred through loss of mills

Likes about criteria 

(There were some numbers recorded to represent the number of tables in agreement with each comment when we were trying to ask for a show of hands, but due to inconsistency of tracking this they are not included here.  We are keeping the charts in case anyone wants to see the numbers.)

· Protecting local control didn’t want to be financial but access position with regard to global market 

· Balance of environmental and economic needs of district and county

· Combining legal – local control with adaptive management

· Willingness to challenging or changing current law if need to

· Balance with local control/environment/economic

Notes from Arcata (continued)
· Maintain environmental conditions on the Mad River

· The high expectations embedded in the list is appreciated

· Criteria challenges resolutions

· Being a model for other districts

· Holistic approach to process:  no one criteria can stand alone

· Maintaining habitat and biodiversity

· Liked that legal is at the bottom.  Its ambitious

· Importance of protecting habitat

· Maintaining legal control

· Diversity of list – not just one or two in the left column

· Process that we’re involved in

· Options that were in affirmative or on a positive footing e.g. improve something

Concerns about or additions to the criteria

· Legal aspect acts as more of a filter than a value

· Legal/regulatory should also include political implications both local and state

· Question:   economic reserves:  Regarding profit – reserves?  Need clarification.  Answer:  The district cannot make a profit

· Process:  for municipal elected bodies – What is the mechanism for weighing in on criteria?  What is the ability for municipal elected officials to hold public meetings due to the Brown Act restrictions?  Mustn’t it be agendized?

· No reference for infrastructure criteria

· Language is jargon laden

· How seriously will the board take this input?

· No explicit reference to indigenous rights/desires

· No timeline in criteria so no way to evaluate

· If population drastically increases, how to address that?

· “Enhance rate structure” didn’t make sense to us. What is the definition of “enhancing rate structures”?  Answer:  It means lower rates…maybe we can’t do it… Maybe we can reduce the increase in rates over time…flexible?

· “Global water market” reference is unclear – implication could be dangerous.  What does it mean…it means that things are bad

· We see water as a sacred thing, not just a commodity

· An “us/them” element…see if we can be a proactive positive player…using water as positive in the larger arena

· Criteria needs to emphasize the industrial side use of water

· Affects and availability on transportation needs consideration

· More specificity of definitions for clarity

· Provide economic to district toward capital improvement

· Global warming missing.  Planning for potential impacts on the Mad River

Notes from Arcata (continued)
· Right side of criteria needs to be more specific – it’s subjective.  Go for less subjectivity

· What about the water needs of other people in crisis in California?

· Clarify priorities

· Experimental use like rain water harvesting…perhaps an option

· “Consider river based recreation” Move that into recreation and quality of life

· How would unforeseen consequences be dealt with?

· True economic analysis of the options

· Local control should take precedence before considering water to outside use

· Economics – other emerging technologies like desalination plants on the coast

What worked about the meeting?

· Rotating tables was valuable and will be especially when we’re in more contentious phase of the process

· Kept to the criteria tonight.  A focused discussion, nice separation vs. going after solutions, too

· Use more media.  Many people don’t realize this is happening

· Got to meet lots of different people; users and where we came from

· Typical process is horrible… this is so NOT that process.

· Stayed on the agenda!  Bravo!

Suggestions for next meeting?

· This should be better publicized

· Invite more people with different interests like indigenous people and developers

ArcataNotes101409
1

