
Notes from HBMWD’s public meeting in Eureka on October 22, 2009

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

Why is this topic important to you?

· Concerned about the water going somewhere else

· Continued, high quality water to our community

· Concerned about losing it if we don’t use it

· Whose water is it, anyway?  Who gets the right to decide?

· Maintain water quality for fisheries and the watershed

· Costs

· Concern about losing it if we don’t use it

· Valuable resource that we’ve taken for granted most of our lives

· Economic development – losing water rights may hinder economic development

· Need to maintain local control.  Examples of communities who’ve lost water rights exist (e.g., Mono Lake)

· Decisions now could affect future decisions

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

· Loss of industrial base; municipal use has flatlined despite increase in population

· Sonoma County 1%, Humboldt 2% in county cost comparison.  Talking about increasing rates and median income of county

· The mills shutting down… we’re stuck with a large amount of water we can’t use

· Surprising to see the high water use of the mills

· Industrial use is shut down.  Regarding the ratio of cost to delivery, comparing industrial to municipal, why is there so much slack to make up?

· How much refit and maintenance on infrastructure is needed?

· Will the Habitat Conservation Plan stick around if we lose water rights?

· This learning experience

· Are we subsidizing L.A. or central California?  Are we paying more compared to people who don’t have water? 

· We’re blessed with choices

· The supply/demand principle is reversed here in regard to price and supply of water.  We have a surplus yet we’re paying more

· The Mad River is in great shape especially compared to most others that have many diversions

· Energy seems to be the biggest cost factor

· Despite the large amount of water used, it’s just a small percentage of the river’s flow

· The dam actually improved water quality and flow consistency

· Didn’t hear about sustainability.  A concern about the security about the equipment and dam – make them more self-contained

Notes from Eureka (continued)
· Try marketing to locate water intensive businesses such as solar

Likes about criteria

· Environmental aspect

· Communicates well ideas brainstormed by previous participants

· Add “Green economy”

· Protect and/or maintain habitat

· Felt it was a complete list with emphasis on environmental qualities

· We’re crazy about local control!

· The document is great.  Well organized

· What happens when we need the water if we became stuck with a water commitment out of our area?

· Focus on community and quality of life

· No one criteria should be at the expense of another.  They’re all interrelated

· Eco-tourism

· Local control twice again

· Education of young people is missing

· Recreation is listed under environmental, but doesn’t mention recreational use at Ruth Lake specifically.

· Question:  What’s the possibility of bottling water?

Concerns about or additions to the criteria

· Sustainability should be added as a criterion on its own or added into each of the other criteria

· Request for clarity on “cradle to grave”… not trading off negative consequences for short-term gain

· Pro-active, working to be flexible, responding to change

· How might criteria impact or encourage other types of uses that aren’t utilized?

· The eventual ranking of the criteria is a concern

· Should specifically specify salmonid species in “Environmental” category

· If we sell water we should do it in an environmentally conscious way

· How can we get the “biggest bang for our buck”?  How can we generate more electricity?

· Add:  Transparency, for both the AC and the Board, with the community for each step of the process

· What is the possibility that “beneficial use” will be changed at the state level?

· Make “local control” explicit.  It may mean non-privatization

· “Improving habitat” may be too rigorous in the “Environment” category.  Suggest changing it to “maintaining.” May be a good question for the attorney

· Actual value of water should be its own category – “Water must be ‘reasonably’ used and not wasted.” Value the water intrinsically

· Is de-salination an option?

Notes from Eureka (continued)
· Educate the community members that aren’t attending these meetings.  Especially the young people.  Make pamphlets for the schools

· A suggestion for a promotion:  “What will You do when you run out of water?”

What worked in this meeting?

· The facilitation and the process is orderly and clear

· District clearly showed the difficult situation we’re in

· Everything was recorded very quickly.  Happy to know it will be posted

· Educating us at the beginning of the meeting.

Suggestions for next meeting?

· Table discussions were too brief

· When will we have the chance to throw out options?
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