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

These notes were made by the scribes or by the participants on the paper on each table of four participants. Some of them were also shared verbally at the meeting and captured by the recorders in the publically scribed notes.

Liked about criteria

· Local control is very important

· Protect and maintain habitat for species in the river

· All critters are good

· Environment and life quality are connected

· The environment is a major concern

· Add “Green Economy”

· Ruth Lake should be included in recreation

· Very comprehensive

· Local control is a high priority

· Flexibility for future changes

· Possibility for further development of energy production

· Cradle to grave of resources (may be stronger)

· Local control

· Quality of life and supports community involvement

· Local control - reduces chance of tampering with industrial chemicals and allows for community involvement with water safety

· Main theme of maintaining quality of life in the environment and community

· Holistic criteria

· The economic criteria includes larger global issue of water

· Broad spectrum of criteria

· Recognition of importance of community/quality of life

· Responsible local control is first on list – without this criterion the other criteria may be ineffective

· Lists are associated with the criteria had similar items – that was good because each was a slightly different perspective

· Flexibility as conditions change

· Environmental aspect

· Local control

· Anything that creates new jobs

· Flexibility

· Establishes long term effects

· The order in which the ideas are presented

Table notes from Eureka (continued)
· Local control

· Good document

· Local control – if we don’t maintain control of the rights someone else will want them, and get them

· Criteria list covers a lot

· Local control is #1

· Local control

· Economic – reduced rates for industrial use

· Off load water to tankers will that be beneficial use?

Concerns about or additions to the criteria

· Too much local control could be a risk and lead to revocation

· Do we need to market?

· How will the criteria be ranked?

· Possible long term changes need to be considered such as the population and climate change

· Removal of the Klamath Dam 

· Is there a viable market in the Klamath Dam area?

· How much infrastructure change?

· Interplay with the general plan update

· Economic category should be changed to include an emphasis of a “green economy” that is sustainable and long-term

· Include an analysis of future population changes for Eureka and Arcata

· Include minimal infrastructure changes as an economic criteria

· Encourage green economy

· Protect rivers for salmon

· Ecotourism

· Do not privatize the water

· Could emphasize local control AND economic

· Could say “use of water to support environmental industry”.

· Concerned about the definitions of “green”, “socially” and “conscious”?  May mean different things to different people

· Is the option sustainable?

· Does the option fall within the district’s mission?

· Does the option support long-term community health in Humboldt County?

· Does the option assure the water will be used reasonably and not wasted?

· Does the option preserve the Mad River watershed’s health, within reasonable economic means?

· What is the process for ranking the criteria?

Table notes from Eureka (continued)
· Be transparent.  How does the public get to voice their opinion when deciding which criterion is most important?

· Sustainability should be its own category or added to each

· Local control – avoid the privatization of water

· Continue to assure public input

· Agriculture should be added to quality of life

· Transparency at each step of the process

· Industrial water should be marketed and sold primarily to socially/environmentally conscious entities.  There entities should show through direct action or philosophical mission statements their commitment to a sustainable business future.

· Add sustainability as an overarching criterion category OR integrate it within each of the other criteria

· Add to list under economic criterion: promote green economic development

· Add the idea to not divert the water

· Add the ideas of sustainability, long term effects and increase in energy generation

· Hard to critique – too complete

· Need a lot more education so that everyone understands where the water comes from and how our system works

· Environment category – should be specific about protection for salmonids and fisheries – viable commercial fisheries

· Want to see Green, sustainable industry if there is going to be industrial growth.  That should be the priority

· Willing to pay higher rates in order to protect the environment and protect local control

· Local control needs to be explicit so that it will not allow for privatization

· Conservation is counter-productive (economically)

· Land use changes involving what?

· Educate the community/youngsters.  In 20 years they will have to handle this

· Question of beneficial use

· Has Blue Lake been asked specially to join?

· Would bottled water be a premium sale?

· How do we get paid for water?  What is the biggest bang for our buck?

· Set an example for environmental concerns in water sales

· Energy self-sufficiency – can we generate more from our water?

· What might we expect from changes in the state’s definition of beneficial uses?

· Develop a criteria that more realistically defines the value of water in totality for our watershed and community

· What price will the public pay for all the beneficial uses such as environmental stream enhancement, etc.?

· Will HBMWD start a marketing division?

· Maintain enough water for future population growth

Table notes from Eureka (continued)
· Whatever happens let us decide

· Is there enough arable land to support ANY crop with the available water at high volume?  Wasabi?  Cranberries

· Economic:  market and sell responsibly and discount industrial uses

· Move “consider river based recreation” to Community/Quality of Life

General, uncategorized comments

· Industrial:  Costs didn’t go down after the mills closed

· Increase in-river flow

· United front

· Bottled water recyclable containers

· Marketing to potential water user companies

· Reducing rates is unlikely

· “Profit” to district unlikely

· Educate public to rate needs

· Maximize value of water and environment “best use”

· The loss of water is frightening

· This is important to share! 

· Water is our life more than anything, not a luxury!

· We need to save our water and work for quality in the water of our future instead of just trying to find a way to use more than we need because of the money problem!

· Draft evaluation criteria gives awareness and understanding

· Find natural springs or ponds under the ground

· Think of ways to use our water resourcefully – public pool?  Water sports? Parks or ponds?

· Bottle water using corn containers that are recyclable instead of plastic.  Flavored water using our own berries

· De-salinate water

· I now realize the significance of the financial contribution by the mills and the extent of the maintenance work that is needed on the district’s infrastructure

· Water rights – we can’t live without water

· If water is kept local it can stimulate the local economy which is good for the whole community (jobs and quality of water)

· Is there a way to obtain a more realistic permit that is maintainable

· What about transporting water out of the area?
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