Summary of feedback on the April 27th, 2010 meeting of HBMWD’s Water Resource Planning Citizen’s Study Group (N = 11)

How well did this final Citizen’s Study Group meeting achieve its outcomes? (nine of the 11 feedback forms turned in included a rating of the meeting) Average = 4.3
	Not at all
	
	Somewhat
	
	Achieved them

	1
	2
	3 (1)
	4 (4)
	5 (4)


What was the most valuable aspect of this session?

· Table sessions and having a knowledgeable person at the table to give in-depth information

· Organization/Preparation – to accurately present information

· Sharing ideas/opinions – someone may have another great idea/opinion I never thought of/considered

· Hearing other views

· Break-out discussion on the specific options, wish we had time for more/all of the

· Hearing from each other/dialogue

· Smaller group that could discuss issues more

· Well organized tables (criteria matrix) to help evaluate options

· Mary

· Learning what studies have already been completed

What worked about this session?

· Sense of community

· Foreknowledge of topic

· Everything – multiple speakers/facilitators

· Moving to three concepts

· Engaging/informative

· More thorough discussion of conditions and needs

· As always – mixing up the discussion groups

· Clear info on what happening at each table

· Well-planned, well-organized, food, facilitation

· Judged time-frames well

· Very informative

· Fewer people – more informal

Suggestions for future public processes?

· More thinking “outside the box”  would require training perhaps

· Good luck!

· Have food/non-sweet snacks available at 5:30 pm?  Social interaction time

· More visuals i.e.:  maps of possible additional users, watershed elevations, charts of how to integrate projects

· Keep it up!

· Silent reading time as a group doesn’t work

· Increase member retention w/ incentives of some sort

· Sure wish more CSG could’ve/would’ve come

· Sad to see low turnout. Are there follow-up forms to those not here?
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