Summary of feedback on HBMWD’s public meeting in McKinleyville on October 13, 2009

Number of participants was approximately 40: of these 26 completed the feedback form.
How well did this initial Water Resource Planning public meeting achieve its outcomes? 
(4.21 average)

	Not at all
	
	Somewhat
	
	Achieved them



	1
	2
	3 (1)
	4 (18)  4.5 (1)
	5 (6)




What was the most valuable aspect of this session?

· Public is better informed (11)

· Obtaining public input (8)
· Broad participation/informative (3)

· More criteria! (2)
· Criteria for evaluating options

· Well publicized

· Loved the process

· Realization that there is much common ground/common thought

· Missing or added items to criteria

· Small groups with at least one Board member

· Background and overview of HBMWD and the problem

· Adequate documentation and opinions

What worked about this session?

· Format worked well (6)

· Changing tables (5)

· History followed by discussion (3)

· No pontificating! (2)

· Positive/collaborative (2)

· Small group work (2)

· Very open feeling/participatory (2)

· Great questions

· Well organized/clear

· Not the most energetic participation

· Great facilitation

· General objectivity

Summary of feedback in McKinleyville (continued)
Suggestions for next one?

· More media coverage (3)

· Concern/worried about weighting (2)

· Shorter (2)

· Do it again! (2)

· 2nd microphone

· No changes

· Include 5 minute break

· More education on how water rights work – spent a lot of time discussing law

· More professional presentation – the committee talkers didn’t work as well

· Have potential options to discuss

· More visuals

· Cut through process discussions quicker.  The audience are knowledgeable and self-selected

· Need to explain that HBMWD was formed for water, not recreation

· One single, clear summary of process

· Small font on slides makes it difficult to read

· Minimize the process – start emphasizing content

· Multiple viewing of power point gets tedious

· More explanation of process and how criteria will be used
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